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Current Topics. 


The Late Taxing-Master Rawlinson. 

WE REGRET to announce the death, at the early age of forty- 
six years, of Mr. CHARLES WILLIAM RAWLINSON, oneof the Taxing- 
Masters of the Supreme Court, which took place on Saturday 
last, the 4th inst., at his residence, Court House, Winchfield, 
Hants. Mr. RAWLINSON was the eldest son of the late Mr. 
ALFRED RAWLINSON, who was himself one of the Taxing-Masters 
of the Supreme Court. Mr. C. W. RAWLINSON was admitted 
in 1887, and subsequently practised in Lincoln’s-inn-fields and 
at 42, Bedford-row, W.C., up to the time of his appointment 
as a Taxing-Master, which took place in the year 1903. 

The lan Law Society on the Finance Act, 
1910. 

Tue Liverroot. Law*Society have done good service in 
issuing the thoroughly practical report on the Finance Act which 
we print elsewhere. We propose to discuss hereafter some of 
the points raised, but we may note here that the Council of the Law 
Society are stated to have expressed the opinion that the additional 
work thrown upon the vendor's or lessor’s solicitor in relation to 
Increment Value Duty is not included in the scale charges for 
deducing title and completing conveyance or lease. We very much 
hope that this may be so, but we are not quite free fromdoubt on the 
point, nor, it appears, are the Liverpool sub-committee, who advise 
an arrangement with the client to make an additional charge 
based on Schedule II. of the Remuneration Order. The sub- 
committee further advise that, as between vendor and purchaser 
and lessor and lessee, the extra expense should, having regard to 
section 4 (2) of the Act, be borne by the vendor or lessor. 
This would seem to be so. 


Appointment of the Public Trustee. 


ON THE hearing of an originating summons taken out before Mr. 
Justice PARKER, a point was raised in connection with an appoint- 
ment of the Public Trustee in the place of a retiring trustee. It 
appeared that a sole surviving trustee had applied for, and had 
obtained, the appointment of the Public Trustee to the trust from 
which he was retiring without the formal notice required by section 
5, sub-section 4, of the Public Trustee Act, 1906, having been first 
given, and it was argued that the trustee ought to be made liable 
for the extra costs occasioned by the appointment. His lord- 





ship said he did not think he ought to deprive a trustee, who 
had apparently acted bond fide, of his costs; but expressed the 
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opinion that it was the duty of the Public Trustee, before 
accepting a trust of this sort to make sure that the proper notices 
had been given. This appears to be in the nature of a judicial 
reprimand to the Public Trustee, and, moreover, seems to impose 
additional labour on an official already overweighted with, 
among other onerous duties, those of choosing a tombstone 
bearing a “holy dove” (see Nineteenth Century advertisement, 53 
SOLiciToRs’ JOURNAL, 334) ; sending an overcoat to Canada, and 
managing a costermonger’s business (see Salvation Army adver- 
tisement, ante, p. 420); and, above all, concocting new and attrac- 
tive advertisements. The learned judge seems actually to have 
thought that this benefactor to the human race had better attend 
to such trifles as the validity of his appointment. 


Consequences of Disagreement of a Jury. 


THE WELL-INTENDED sympathy of a single juryman, who 
probably imagined that he was acting in the best interests of the 
party he considered entitled to the verdict, recently led to an 
unexpected result. The action was one for libel, and the judge 
summed up strongly in favour of the plaintiff, but eleven of the 
jury determined that the traditional farthing would amply com- 
pensate the plaintiff for any injury done to his character or 
feelings by the libel. The twelfth juryman, however, held out 
resolutely for substantial damages. Had he agreed with his 
fellows, there was little doubt that the judge, having regard to 
the strong line taken by him in his summing-up, would have 
given the plaintiff his costs of the action, along with the farthing ; 
but the single juryman held out, and the jury consequently d's 
agreed, and were discharged as unable to arrive at a verdict. 
The defendant thus escaped having to pay the costs of the 
plaintiff, and the plaintiff had to pay them himself, and for this 
result be was indebted to the well-meant obstinacy of the single 
juror. A correspondingly unexpected result once occurred at an 
election at a London club. By the rules of the club one black 
ball in ten was sufficient to exclude a candidate; and at least 
twenty votes in all were required to be cast in order to make a 
valid election ; and a candidate once rejected could not again be 
proposed. Two members agreed tv blackball a candidate at a 
certain election, and they gave their two votes against him 
accordingly. On counting the total number of votes recorded 
at the election, there were found to be nineteen votes in the 
candidate's favour, and only two against him. The requisite 
total of at least twenty votes was thus only arrived at by 
including the two black balls, and the candidate, who, but for 
these two adverse votes, would have failed to have had more 
than nineteen votes cast at the election, and could not have stood 
again, was declared to have been duly elected. 


Presentation of Instruments for Increment Value 
Duty. 


WE PRINT elsewhere correspondence which has passed with 
the Inland Revenue Commissioners with respect to the presenting 
of instruments for the assessment of Increment Value Duty under 
section 4 of the Finance Act, 1910. The section provides that it 
shall be the duty of the transferor on the occasion of the sale of 
any interest in land to present to the commissioners, in accordance 
with regulations made by them, the instrument of transfer, or 
reasonable particulars thereof, for the purpose of the assessment 
of duty. ‘The regulations which have been made (ante, p. 507) | 
require that, where the instrument itself is presented, it must be 
accompanied either by a copy, or by an abstract such as is 
presented for adjudication of stamp duty. The abstract must set 
out fully the description of the property sold, and if the instru- 
ment contains or refers to a plan, a copy of the plan must be 
furnished. Now, it is obvious that, for the purpose of assessing 
Increment Value Duty, it is essential that the property on which 
it is to be paid should be exactly identified, especially where it 
is only part of the property which was included in the original 
site valuation ; and the commissioners, therefore, may very 
properly supply themselves with a plan of the land. But whether 
they are entitled to do so at the cost of the transferor is another 
matter, and this must depend on the effect of the statute. Our 
correspondents contend that when the transferor has presented the 
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cannot be required, in addition, to present reasonable particulars 
including a copy of the plan, and on the construction of the 
section there is much to be said for this view. The commissioners 
contend, on the other hand, that, since the presentation of the 
instrument is to be in accordance with regulations made by them, 
they can make regulations requiring the presentation of the 
instrument and also of such particulars as they find convenient, 
We doubt whether this is authorized by the statute, and if it is, 
the transferor not only has to pay the Increment Value Duty, 
but also the costs of the Revenue in ascertainingit. We are glad 
| that our correspondents have raised the point, and the contention 
of the Inland Revenue Commissioners should not pass unchal- 
lenged. 





The Divorce Commission. 


THE VARIETY of witnesses before the Divorce Commission 
shews that that body are anxious to obtain the views of all classes 
of people, though there is perhaps a tendency to forget that the 
real purport of the inquiry is not as to the expediency of 
permitting divorce at all, but as to the proper means of abolishing 
the inequalities of the existing law, and making the facilities 
which the law recognizes equally available for rich and_ poor. 
Lord ALVERSTONE in his evidence, on the Ist inst., laid stress on 
the complex nature of the cases which come before a divorce 
court; in particular the difficulties attending condonation, 
connivance, and collusion, and cases of cruelty and desertion. He 
is afraid of the high standard attained by the existing tribunal 
being lowered in provincial tribunals, and he favours rather the 
assisting of poor petitioners by exempting them from court fees 
| and paying the expenses of witnesses. He advocates the equality 
of the sexes in regard to the grounds of divorce, and would allow 
permanent lunacy as one of such grounds, but not a sentence of 
penal servitude. The Earl of DEsART, the King’s Proctor, also 
laid weight on the special skill in divorce cases ot the judges and 
bar in the Divorce Division. Sir RicuArp SoLomon, the High 
Commissioner for South Africa in London, who gave evidence on 
the 6th inst., stated that in South Africa the jurisdiction in divorce 
was exercised by the Supreme Court and also by circuit courts 
sitting three times a year. ‘There is absolute equality as regards 
divorce between the sexes, and in 1906 penal servitude for life 
was recognized by a decree of the court as a ground for divorce. 
Apparently divorce is there a matter for judge-made law. 
Evidence as to divorce in America has naturally emphasized the 
extent to which the dissolution of the marriage tie prevails. In 
1900 there were 73 divorces in the United States to every 
100,000 of the population, and this is only exceeded in Japan, 
where the number was 215. Possibly the habits and customs of 
the Japanese are not very relevant to the present inquiry. The 
increase of divorce in America has beenrapid. Mr. R. N. CRANE, 
who gave this evidence, stated that one marriage out of every 
fifteen or sixteen is dissolved by divorce. In South Carolina alone 
is there no divorce. In New York alone is adultery a necessary 
ground. In many States habitual drunkenness and conviction 
for felony are grounds of divorce; in a fewer number, insanity, 
and in some, violent temper. The number of divorces naturally 
rises with the grounds of divorce, being 23 per 100,000 of 
population in New York with its one ground, and 184 in 
Washington where there are eleven grounds. There are in the 
United States about a thousand judges with authority to make 
divorce decrees. 





Attorneys and the Inns of Court. 

THE CURRENT number of the Law Quarterly Review contains 
an interesting article by Mr. HucnH H. L. BreLiot on “The 
Exclusion of Attorneys from the Inns of Court.” Attempts to 
effect this exclusion were made in the sixteenth century, but it 
appears that attorneys and solicitors continued to be members of 
the four inns until the end of the eighteenth century. ‘This 
branch of the profession had the exclusive possession of the inns of 
Chancery, but “with the decay of legal education which set in 
during the reign of CHARLES I. the doom of the inns of Chancery 
as legal institutions was determined. By the eighteenth century 
they had become little more than dining clubs.” The first 
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court is stated to have been made by the Middle Temple in 1555. 
Any member who practised attorneyship was to be dismissed 
from the inn, and was “ to have liberty to go and resort to the 
house of Chancery from whence hecame.” An order against the 
admission of attorneys was made at Lincoln’s-inn in the following 
year. In 1557 the Inner Temple ordered that no attorneys 
should be admitted “without the assent and agreement of 
parliament.” It is suggested that these measures of exclusion 
were prompted by the judges, who disapproved of the custom of 
attorneys holding chambers and keeping commons in the inns 
of court ; but the same objection was not felt in the inns them- 
selves, and they appear to have been willing to retain the 
attorneys provided they would pursue the necessary course of 
study. And that attorneys had not been effectually excluded 
by the orders made in the sixteenth century is shewn by the fact 
that similar orders were repeated in the following century. In 
1635 the council of Lincoln’s-inn ordered ‘‘ that from henceforth no 
attorney or common solicitor be admitted into this house ” ; and 
in the same year a like order was made at the Middle Temple, 
and in 1638 at the Inner Temple. And yet in 1668 Lincoln’s- 
inn appears to have ordered that attorneys should not be admitted 
without special leave. Clearly the exclusion of attorneys and 
solicitors was effected in a very slow and hesitating manner. 
Towards the close of the seventeenth century the question of ex- 
clusion of solicitors seems to have been associated with the ques- 
tion of how a solicitor could obtain a call to the bar. He could 
not do this while he continued to practise as a solicitor, and in 
1762 a rule was passed by a committee of the four inns 
that no attorney or solicitor was to be called to the bar until he 
had discontinued practice as such for two years. The Society of 
Gentlemen Practisers protested, but did not carry their protest 
to the point of contesting the validity of the order. The transi- 
tion from one branch of the profession to the other was thus 
rendered more difficult, and there was less reason for attorneys 
and solicitors to seek to enter the inns of court. In 1824 Lin- 
coln’s-inn refused to admit a candidate, “he being a solicitor and 
not intending to be called to the bar”; and the incorporation of 
the Society of Gentlemen Practisers as the Law Society in 1831 
made it unnecessary for solicitors to attempt further admission 
to the Inns of Court. At the present time, says Mr. BeLLort, the 
occupation of chambers in the inns by solicitors forms the last 
survival from the time when all classes of legal practitioners 
were members of the same institutions. 


Deeds the Object of Which is to Avoid Payment 
of Duty. 


WE ARE informed that the opinion of eminent counsel has 
been sought as to how far it may be possible to escape the inci- 
dence of the new taxation introduced by the last. Finance Act. 
It is extremely probable that any such attempts will be denounced 
by those who represent the Inland Revenue as a colourable 
evasion of a positive legalenactment. Great political indignation 
was roused some forty years ago at the appointment of Sir 
Ropert Co_uier as a member of the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council immediately after his qualification appointment as 
one of the Judges of the Court of Common Pleas. The remark 
made by Sir JAMES SHAW WILLES on that appointment in a 
letter to the Lord Chancellor was as follows: “ Evasion of the 
law by appointing a fit man according to the law is a sensational 
expression.” Coming to more recent times, Sir H. CozENs-Harpy, 
M.R., in Attorney-General v. Duke of Richmond (1908, 2 K. B. 741) 
protests against the notion that incumbrances are not created 
bond fide when the leading motive, if not the sole motive, was to 
escape the incidence of estate duty. ‘In my view,” says the 
Master of the Rolls, “ it is quite unimportant to consider when a 
mortgage is made by an owner of an estate, what his motive may 
be in effecting the mortgage. It may be that he wishes to raise 
money with a view to giving money to charity or to found a 
charity ; it may be that he wishes to raise money for the benefit 
of a daughter on marriage, or for making a present to a son. It 
may be that he wishes to raise money, one motive for his so doing 
being to avoid the incidence of estate duty. That is an object 
and motive which is not illegal, is not immoral, and, so far as i 
know, there is no possible objection to an honest, honourable, 





real transaction, otherwise unobjectionable, merely because a man 
was induced to enter into it with a view to escaping the incidence 
of estate duty.” And in two colonial cases, where the statutes 
under consideration provided, in effect, that if a person made any 
conveyances, arrangement, gift, &c., with intent to evade payment 
of duty, the duty should be paid as if the conveyance, &c., had 
never been made, the Judicial Committee held that to make the 
duty payable the deeds must be colourable, and that people are 
not bound to continue in the condition as regards their direct or 
indirect taxation which would render either the consumption of 
articles, in the one ease, or the property of which they were 
owners, in the other, always liable to the tax imposed by the 
Legislature. 


Charitable Bequest of Mortgage on Land. 

“ LAND” Is defined in the Mortmain and Charitable Uses Act, 
1891 (section 3), as not including “ money secured on land, or other 
personal estate arising from or connected with land”; and by 
section 7 personal estate by will directed to be laid out in the 
purchase of land is to be held free from any such direction. 
Hence a bequest of a mortgage debt charged on land would not 
now— in the case of a testator dying after the 4th of August, 
1891—come under the operation of the Mortmain A cts as “ land” 
devised to charity. But cases still crop up from time to time 
which have to be decided under the law as it stood before the 
Act of 1891, and even before the Mortmain and Charitable Uses 
Act, 1888. Mayor of Canterbury v. Wyburn (1895, A.C. 89), on 
which we made some observations in an article in our issue of 
March 5th (anfe, p. 323), is an instance of a case where the testator 
died just before the Act of 1891. In that case there was a 
bequest of money to be laid out in land, and the land and the 
testator’s domicil were in two distinct jurisdictions—England and 
Victoria, Australia. A curious case, much like Mayor of Canterbury 
v. Wyhurn has just been decided by SwINFEN Eapy, J., in which 
the testator died just before the Act of 1888 came _ into 
operation and the land and the testator’s domicil were in 
different jurisdictions, but the “land” consisted of mortgages in 
fee of land in Ontario, Canada—the testator being domiciled 
in England. In the Wyburn case the testator was domiciled in 
Victoria, and the Jand was in England, and one of the difficulties 
of that case was that no statute corresponding to any of the 
Mortmain Acts was in force in Victoria. In the present case 
Re Hoyles (reported elsewhere)—the old Georgian Act, the 
Mortmain Act, 1736 (9 Geo. 2, ¢. 36), was the Act in force in 
England at the date of the testator’s death, and was also in force 
in Ontario by virtue of Canadian legislation. Nevertheless, the 
case could net be dealt with precisely as though Ontario and 
England had been a single jurisdiction in which the Act of 1736 
was in force. It was conceded on all hands, and treated by the 
judge as settled law, that at the date of the testator’s death a 
bequest by a domiciled Englishman of a mortgage debt charged 
on land in England to a charity would have been invalid, and that 
similarly a charitable bequest by a person domiciled in Ontario 
of a mortgage debt charged on land in Ontario would have been 
invalid. But it was contended, on behalf of the validity of the 
present bequest, that the Mortmain Act in each case being of 
local operation only, the bequest should be dealt with under the 
law of the domicil—on the footing of personal estate being 
administered—and not under the law of the si/us of the land. 
The question to be decided, whether a person domiciled in 
England could validly bequeath to charity a freehold mortgage 
in Ontario, was precisely the same question as whether a person 
domiciled in Ontario could bequeath a mortgage in England. 
Swinren Eapy, J., discussed and decided the latter question, 
and came to the conclusion that a mortgage in fee was as 
much an immoveable, and so subject to the lex situs, as if a direct 
devise of land had been made. Having so decided, it was 
further and necessarily held that the mortgages in Ontario 
were governed by the Jez sifus, and not the Jer domicilii, and so 
the bequest of them to charity was invalid. 


The Salaries of the Judges. 
AMONG THE amendments to the Supreme Court of Judicature 
Bill, authorizing the appointment of two additional judges of the 
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King’s Bench Division, is one proposing a diminution of the 
salaries of the judges. The profession at large know 
little of the origin and history of the salaries of the judges of 
the Supreme Courts. The salaries are liberal, their amount far 
exceeding that of any foreign judicial salaries in the whole world, 
but Lord CAMPBELL, in his Lives of the Chief Justices, informs us 
that in the reign of JAMEs I. the salary of the Chief Justice of the 
King’s Bench was only £224 19s. 6d. a year, with £33 6s. 8d. 
for his circuits, and the salary of the puisne judges was only 
£188 6s. 8d. a year. It must be remembered that the salaries 
were then mixed up with the King’s private expenditure, and 
that the finances of JAMES were generally ina deplorable condition. 
But the fees and emoluments of the judges, to which they were 
entitled in addition to their salaries, continued to increase, and 
it appears from one of the memoranda in 2 Lord Raym, 1319, 
that in 1714, on the accession of GEorGE I., the salaries of the 
two Chief Justices and Chief Baron were increased from £1,000 to 
£2,000 per annum, and the salaries of the rest of the judges were 
increased from £1,000 to £1,500. We do not pretend to have made 
an exhaustive search of the statute law relating tothese salaries, but 
in 1799 the Act 39 Geo. 3,c. 110 recited that the salaries of the 
Chief Baron and puisne judges and barons were inadequate to the 


dignity and importance of their offices, and that it was | 


expedient that a further augmentation should be made thereto 
and annuities granted to those who had served. It was, 
therefore, enacted that they should deliver an account of 
their salaries, fees and pecuniary profits, and that the amount 
received by the Chief Baron half-yearly should be made up to 
£2,000, and that received by the puisne judges and barons to 
£1,500. This Act was repealed in 1809, and by 49 Geo. 3, c. 126 
the salaries of each of the puisne judges and barons were 
augmented to £4,000. In 1825 the sale of offices in the Court 
of King’s Bench was abolished by statute, and in lieu of this 
valuable patronage and as due provision for the honour and 
dignity of the office of the Lord Chief Justice, his salary was 
fixed at £10,000. By asimilar enactment the puisne judges and 
barons were deprived of their fees and emoluments, receiving in 
lieu thereof a salary of £5,500 (reduced in 1832 as to judges to be 
thereafter appointed to £5,000). A later statute (14 & 15 Vict. 
c. 41) reduced the salary of the Chief Justice of the Queen’s 
Bench to £8,000. It will be seen, therefore, that there is 
statutory precedent for the reduction of the salaries of judges to 
be appointed in futuro. 
abolished, and the only question is what salary is “ adequate to 
the dignity and importance of the office ” of a judge of the High 
Court. The habits of the judges at the present day are more simple 
than those of their predecessors. They travel by the tube rail- 
way, or in motor or other omnibuses, and mix with the visitors 
in continental hotels. It must at the same time be remembered 
that England is a much richer country than it was at the time 
when the salaries were last fixed. 


Gratuitous Legal Advice. 


THOSE WHO have glanced at the evidence taken by the Royal 
Commission on Divorce will have observed that among the 
witnesses were a solicitor connected with the Poor Man’s Lawyer 
Department at the Browning Settlement, Walworth; another 
solicitor, who is honorary secretary of the Bristol Free Legal 
Dispensary ; and also the honorary secretary of the Poor Man’s 
Lawyer for Manchester and Salford. Societies for the purpose 
of giving gratuitous legal advice to the poor are now at work in 
London and the larger cities in England. In an article in one of 
the evening papers there is an account of the Poor Man’s Lawyer 
at Mansfield House, Canning Town, where several solicitors give 
such advice every week. The cases are of infinite variety, the 
larger proportion relating to disputes between landlord and 
tenant, master and servant, husband and wife, workmen’s com- 
pensation cases, and cases connected with wills and the administra 
tion of estates. The need for such advice has already been 
recognized by the London magistrates, who regularly devote for 
this purpose such time as can be spared from their regular labours. 
And there has probably been no time in the history of this 
country when similar assistance has not been forthcoming. Diffi- 
cult questions are, of course, answered in a rough and ready 


fashion, but there is much benefit in relief from doubt and 
uncertainty. It may be remembered that the Bar of ancient 
Rome gave advice without any pecuniary reward, but this wag 
probably owing to the fact that they were men of wealth and 
position and expected to gain wealth and influence by advocating 
the causes of their clients. We are willing to believe that the 
motives which influence “the Poor Man’s Lawyer ” are similar to 
those which lead a busy physician to spare some time for 
attendance at a hospital. 


Sale by Mortgagee of Shares. 

It was settled by Deverges v. Sandeman, Clark, & (Co, 

(1902, 1 Ch. 579) that a mortgage of shares, where no time is fixed 
for repayment, carries with it a right to sell the shares after 
reasonable notice to pay off the loan. The same rule has again 
been affirmed by the Court of Appeal in Stubbs v. Slater (1910, 1 
Ch. 632), with the addition that the mortgagee does not prejudice 
his implied power of sale by claiming more than is due to him 
when he gives notice for repayment. In this respect the mort- 
gagee of shares stands in the same position as any other 
mortgagee. So long as no sufficient tender has been made to him he 
| has a right tosellin order torealizethe amount due whatever it may 
be. It is suggested by Pigot v. Cubley (15 C. B. N.S. 701) that the 
case is different as between pledgor and pledgee, and the suggestion 
was countenanced by the judgment of Cozens-HaArpy, then 
L.J., in Deverges v. Sandeman, Clark, d& Co. (supra). “ Although,” 
| he said, “a mistake as to the amount due may destroy the effect 
| of the notice, as between pledgor and pledgee (Pigot v. Cubley), | 
| think that is not the law as between mortgagor and mortgagee. In 
| order to restrain a mortgagee from selling, in the absence of fraud, 
it is not sufficient to contest the amount due on the mortgage. The 
mortgagor must pay into court, or tender to the mortgagee, the 
amount claimed to be due.” The Master of the Rolls in the 
present case has thrown doubt on the distinction thus suggested 
| between the case of mortgagor and mortgagee and pledgor and 
| pledgee, but at any rate as regards a mortgagee--and in this 
|category falls the holder of a security created by deposit of a 
certificate of share together with a blank transfer—the mere 
|claim of an excessive amount as being due to him does not 
| prevent bis selling ; though, notwithstanding the above dictum, itis 
| presumed that he would at his own risk refuse a tender of the 
| amount actually due. 





Fees and emoluments have long been | 


| The North Atlantic Fisheries Arbitration. 


THE ARBITRATION tribunal which is to deal with the New- 
foundland fisheries dispute has begun its sittings at The Hague. 
Of the court of five members two are English-speaking 
Judge GEORGE GRAY, of the United States, and Sir CHARLEs 
FirzPATRICK, Chief Justice of Canada. The president is Dr. 
LAMMASCH, Professor of Internaticnal Law at the University 
of Vienna. The other two members are Dr. DRAGo, of Argen- 
tina, and Dr. Di SAVORNIN LOHMAN, of the Netherlands. The 
Times of June 2nd gives a short account of the opening session, 
and also a statement of the points at issue, together with an 
excellent sketch map of Newfoundland and the adjacent coast 
line. The proximity of Newfoundland to Labrador and Nova 
Scotia, shewn by a glauce at the map, suggests a hope that the 
time may not be far distant when the Dominion of Canada will 
be rounded off by including Newfoundland. The first actual 
business sitting of the arbitration court was held on the 6th 
of June, when Sir Ropert FINLAY (who with Sir WILLIAM 
Ronson appears for Great Britain) began his opening speech—as 
the 7imes puts it, “the case for Canada and Newfoundland.” 


Public Libraries in Railway Carriages. 


A CURIOUS question is said to have arisen before the judges 
of the American State of Minnesota. The American railway 
trains are provided with libraries, and a passenger who had taken 
a ticket for a long through journey for himself and his family 
sought to recover back the money paid by him on the ground 
that the public library in the railway trains contained the works 
of BALzAc, and that young persons ought not to be exposed to 
the influence of such literature. The court, while disapproving 
of certain passages in the works of the French novel'st, were 
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unable to adopt the view of the plaintiff, that their presence must 
be taken to amount to a constructive eviction of a passenger 
whose young family travelled with him. If the plaintiff, lke 
many Americans, should make a tour in Europe and study the 
literature on the shelves of some foreign hotels, he would probably 
find that he had no redress for a more serious evil. 


Australia and Demise of the Crown. 


WITH REFERENCE to the cablegram in the Morning Post, 
referred to in our issue of the 28th of May, that the question 
of the effect of King Epwarp’s death on the new Australian 
Federal Parliament was being considered, a further cable in the 
Morning Post of June 2nd states that the Attorney-General of 
the Commonwealth has expressed his opinion that the demise 
of the Crown does not affect the validity of the election of the 
new Parliament. 





The Land Agents’ Society on the 
New Land Duties. 


UNDER the title “Aids to Part I. of the Act” the Land 
Agents’ Society have issued a very useful pamphlet explaining 
the land duties under the Finance Act, 1910, which has been 
prepared by the Parliamentary Committee of the society. It is 
arranged under four heads, which deal successively (1) with 
the nature of the new duties, and the values which have to be 
ascertained in order to assess them ; (2) the considerations to 
which it is necessary to have regard in determining the policy to 
be followed in ascertaining the values ; (3) the valuation pro- 
cedure ; and (4) the position of minerals in regard to mineral rights 
duty and increment value duty. The most interesting part of the 
document is that which deals with the various values which are 
mentioned in the Act and which have to be ascertained, either 
for their own sake, or because they are required as steps in the 
ascertainment of other values. These values are defined in 
section 25, and attention has‘already been called in these 
columns to their variety, and to the singular complication of 
the system of valuation which has been incorporated in the Act. 
The values which the section uses are “ gross value,” “full site 
value,” “ total value,” and “ assessable site value,” the last being 
usually referred to in the Act as “ site value” simply. It is odie 
out in the pamphlet that neither full site value nor gross value 
is used for any purposes of taxation, and in the original Bill they 
were not mentioned. ‘They were subsequently introduced for 
drafting purposes, and would appear to be no more than figments 
of the draftsman’s brain, designed to constitute stages in the 
process of the evolution under the Act of the ‘ values’ of more 
essential importance, viz, ‘site value’ and ‘total value.’” More- 
over total value, though it has to be ascertained and recorded, is 
not itself required for ordinary purposes of duty, and the whole 
machinery of values is primarily designed in order to arrive at 
assessable site value, which is to beestimated as on the 30th of April, 
1909 (section 26). This is the original site value, and is the found- 
ation of valuation forthe purpose of increment value duty. 

It might be supposed that this carefully devised scheme of 
values, both hypothetical and practical, would be sufficient to 
cover all possible modes of valuation. But the committee point 
out that the valuation of most importance practically—namely, 
“market value ”—is omitted, and they commence their explanation 
of the working of the scheme by introducing this additional value 
and making it the foundation of the valuation. By “ market 
value,” in relation to the fee simple of land, the committee mean : 
“The amount which the fee simple of the land, if sold in the 
open market by a willing seller, in its then condition (i.e., 
including buildings, &c., if any), free from incumbrances, ut 
subject to any existing burden, charge or restriction (including rates 
and taxes), might be expected to realize.” 

With this the committee compare the definition of gross 
value in section 25 (1): “The gross value of land means the 
amount which the fee simple of the land, if sold at the time in 


from incumbrances, and from any burden, charge, or restriction 
(other than rates and taxes), might be expected to realize.” 
It is pointed out that the only real distinction between “ gross 
value” as so defined, and the above conception of “market 
value” lies in the words in italics. The committee appear to 
consider that in practice a valuer wil) start with market value 
as defined by them, and then ascertain the amount by which the 
market value would be increased if the land were sold without 
being subject to any burden, charge, or restriction (other than 
rates or taxes). By adding this to the market value they arrive 
at gross value. Thus, in the example which they give in an 
extremely useful and well-arranged chart of values, the market 
value is taken at £500; the added value of the land, if sold free 
from any burden, charge, or restriction, is £50; and the 
statutory gross value is therefore £550. Possibly there is a 
practical reason for this introduction of market value, but we 
should have thought that the gross value of the statute was the 
natural starting-point of valuation. This the valuer can 
ascertain without any information as to burdens, charges and 
restrictions. When he has ascertained the gross value and has 
also been informed as to, and has valued, burdens, charges and 
restrictions, he can deduct in order to ascertain market value. 
Thus, in the example given, his first value is £550, and, if he 
wants market value he deducts £50 for burdens, &c., and 
arrives at £500; hut this is not required for the purpose of 
the statute, and we think it will be found that the committee’s 
introduction of “ market value” is needless. The ‘total value” 
of the statute approaches very nearly to the “market value” 
as above defined, and is obtained, as we have suggested that 
market value would in practice be obtained, by making certain 
deductions from “gross value.” These deductions are almost 
identical with “burdens, charges and restrictions,” the chief 
difference being that restrictive covenants entered into after the 
30th of April, 1909, cannot be allowed for in arriving at total 
value unless the restraint is desirable in the public interest, or in 
view of the character and surroundings of the neighbourhood. 
The committee in their example assess these matters of 
deduction at £40, and so arrive at £510 as the “ total value” 
—that is, including buildings, but subject to burdens—as 
compared with £500, which they take as the market value. 
But the real object of the valuation is to arrive at a value of 
the land free from buildings, which can be made the basis of 
assessment as a site value. For this purpose the “full site 
value” has first to be ascertained, and this is the value of the 
fee simple, if sold in the open market by a willing seller, 
divested of buildings and trees. This is given in the example 
as £250, but the curious definition of “ full site value ” in section 
25 (2) requires that the figure shall be expressed in the form 
« £550 —(£550—£250).” The result is, of course, £250, and so far 
as ‘full site value” is concerned this inversion of the actual 
process is meaningless. But the expression (£550— £250), or 
£300, is used for the purpose of arriving at “ assessable site 
value” from “total value,” and this, as we formerly pointed 
out, and as is also pointed out by the committee in the present 
pamphlet, appears to be the sole reason for expressing section 
25 (2) in a form which is inexcusably awkward. The committee 
refer to it as “the exceedingly tortuous definition of ‘full site 
value,’” and they recognize that it can only be understood by 
concrete examples or by recourse to algebra. . 
Having got total value—in the example £510—and the differ- 
ence between gross value and full site value, namely, £300, the 
process of ascertaining assessable site value can be continued. 
Sub-section 4 says: ‘‘The assessable site value of land means 
the total value after deducting (a) the same amount as is to be 
deducted for the purpose of arriving at full site value from gross 
value,” that is, £300; but it would have been just as easy to 
describe this deduction as “the excess of gross value over full 
site value,” and then there would have been no need for the 
“tortuous definition ” of full site value in sub-section 2. We 
hope that an early opportunity will be taken of amending the 
definition, and removing what is a very considerable hindrance 
to the understanding of the statutory scheme of valuation. The 
other deductions which are to be made in arriving at assessable site 
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the example put at £30—and the expense of divesting the land of 
buildingsand trees, whichis put at £20. These, with the above sum 
of £300, make £350, and deducting thisfrom the “ total value ”"— 
£510—the “assessable site value” results at £160. Why the 
expense of divesting the land of buildings, &c., should be allowed 
is not readily intelligible, since the process is purely hypothetical. 
We have given this statement of the actual process of reaching 
site value from the chart before us, and anyone who reads section 
25 with the assistance of the chart will, we think, find the 
matter greatly simplified. Both the original total value and the 
original site value have to be ascertained and recorded ; and also, 
in the case of agricultural land, the value of this land for agri- 
cultural purposes where that value is different from the site 
value (section 26). The committee point out that no process is 
laid down in the Act for arriving at this last value. It is also 
referred to in section 7, in regard to exemption from increment 
value duty, and in section 17 (2), in regard to partial exemption 
from undeveloped land duty. The committee suggest that the 
value intended in each case is agricultural market value. 

The scheme of valuation and its practical working is the matter 
of chief importance at present, and in the above remarks we have 
called attention to the part of the Land Agents’ Society’s pamphlet 
which deals with it. As regards the policy to be pursued by 
land agents in valuing on behalf of their employers, some interest- 
ing observations are made, but since in certain respects the em- 
ployer’s interest is best served by a low valuation, and in others 
by a high one, the relevant considerations are conflicting. On 
the whole, the committee appear to think that the probable use 
of the valuations for purposes of death duties is the most import- 
ant factor, and, if so, the valuation should be kept down, even at 
the risk of increasing the increment duty. Of course no serious 
valuation made by a professional man could be influenced by 
“policy”; but the committee apparently regard the ultimate 
result as not dependent so much on serious valuation as on bar- 
gaining between valuers on behalf of the landowner and the 
Revenue. 


The Priority of Bank Mortgages. 


3y a “bank mortgage,” as distinguished from other kinds of 
mortgages, is usually meant a mortgage to secure a current 
account kept by a customer at the bank. A mortgage securing 
a current account may be, and often is, expressed to secure an 
overdraft up to a specified sum, but is nevertheless not thereby 
taken out of the category of ‘bank mortgages” as distinguished 
from ordinary mortgages for a fixed amount. The essential 
feature of a current account mortgage being the constant fluctua- 
tion of the sum due to the bank and secured by the mortgage, 
questions of priority sometimes arise, between the bank and 
other creditors of the customer who are interested: in the 
security, which do not arise in the case of ordinary mortgages. 
One such question has quite recently been before the Court of 
Appeal—the effect of the combined operation of the rule in 
Clayton’s case and the rule established by Hopkinson v. Itolt: see 
Deeley v. Lloyds Bank (1910, 1 Ch. 648). We shortly noticed 
this case when it was decided by Eve, J., but the decision, just 
reported, of the Court of Appeal deserves careful attention. 
Claytow’s case (1816, 1 Mer. 529, 572) is one of the best 
known cases relating to the law of banker and customer, and the 
rule la‘d down in it has nothing to do, primarily, with a current 
account secured by mortgage. The rule in Clayton’s case is a rule 
of evidence and not a rule of law, and may be stated in the 
words of Buck.ey, L.J. (Deeley v. Lloyds Bank, supra, at p. 674) 
as being a rule “ that for the purpose of ascertaining the manner 
in which sums have been appropriated by a creditor, the entries 
in a currert account kept by the creditor and communicated to 
the debtor are admissible as evidence to shew that the earliest 
item of credit is appropriated towards discharging the earliest item 
of debit.” This rule is not, in theory, affected by the mere fact 
of the current account being secured by mortgage ; its practical 
operation may, however, be considerably affected by the 


existence of a mortgage, for the rights of a second mortgagee 
m*y come into competition with those of the bank, and it will 


be of vital importance to ascertain exactly how much of the 
customer’s debt to the bank is charged on the security. The 
moment a second mortgage comes to the notice of the bank the 
principle of Hopkinson v. Rolt will come into operation. 

The principle or rule established by Hopkinson v. Rolt (1861, 
9 H. L. C. 514) is that where there is a first mortgage to secure 
present and future advances the mortgagee cannot claim priority 
over a second mortgagee in respect of advances made after 
notice of the second mortgage. It is obvious that if the first 








| 
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mortgagee were a bank, and the mortgagor a customer who con 
tinued to operate on his current account, paying money in and 
drawing money out from time to time, every drawing out would 
represent a fresh advance made by the bank after notice of the 
second mortgage, and every payment in would (under the rule 
in Clayton’s case) go to reduce the amount advanced by the bank 
prior to receipt of notice. Eventually, the bank would find itself 
in the position of having the amount secured reduced to nil, 
while a new unsecured debt would have grown up. To prevent 
this state of things from coming into existence, the application 
of the rule in Clayton’s case must be excluded, and this is often 
done by the bank closing the account and opening a new 
account at once. Payments into the account thus newly opened 
then cease to go in liquidation of the old and now closed 
account. But where a new account is not opened, or the appli- 
cation of the rule in Clayton’s case is not otherwise excluded 

as, of course, it may be by express declaration or some declaration 
of intention implied by the course of dealing—it may be that 
the bink will lose its security and right of priority altogether. 
On the other hand, it may be difficult to decide whether an 
intention to exclude Clayton’s case has been sufficiently shewn. 

In one case—Loudon and County Bank v. Ratcliffe (1881, 6 A.C. 
722)—the bank did lose its security altogether, under the com- 
bined effect of Clayton’s case and Hopkinson v. Rolt. The mort- 
gagor, the bank’s customer with a current account, owed the bank 
in January, 1873, some £1,779. He then sold the mortgaged 
property, and the bank had notice of the sale and of payment 
of part of the purchase-money. The current account was allowed 
to run on as before. Eventually the purchaser claimed to have 
paid all instalments of purchase-money to his vendor (the bank’s 
customer), and also claimed that the latter had by his payments 
into his current account wiped off the £1,779 owing in January, 
1873, so that the bank were no longer entitled to any interest in 
the property as mortgagees. The House of Lords upheld this 
contention—that on the authority of Hopkinson v. Rolt no advance 
made by the bank after January,1873, had priority over the pur- 
chaser’s interest in the property, and that by Clayton’s case the 
mortgagor’s payments into his current account must be appro- 
priated to the earlier items on the debit side of the account, thus 
going to, pay off the £1,779 charged on the property in January, 
1873. 

In the recent case before the Court of Appeal—Deeley v. Lloys 
Bank (supra)—under somewhat analogous circumstances of a com 
petition between a bank and a second mortgagee of the bank’s 
customer, the bank succeeded in upholding its right to priority. 
The court was, however, not unanimous (the Master of the 
Rolls dissenting from the judgments of FLetcHER MouLToN and 
Buck.ey, L.JJ.), and the case was referred to by FLETCHER 
MOULTON, L.J., as “one of extreme difficulty.” As in London an/ 
County Bank v. Ratcliffe (supra), the bank received notice of the 
subsequent interest (in this case a second mortgage) and carried 
on the customer’s current account as before. Like the pur- 
chaser in the prior case, the second mortgagee claimed that under 
the joint operation of Clayton’s case and Hopkinson ¥. Rolt the 
bank’s mortgage had lost its priority. The Master of the Rolls 
thought there was nothing special in the case to exclude the rule 
in Clayton’s case, and he would have decided in favour of the 
second mortgagee. The majority of the court, however, held 
that the circumstances were such as to shew that the parties did 
intend to exclude the operation of Clayton’s case and did not intend 
that the bank’s position as mortgagee to the extent of £2,500 
should be altered. The second mortgagee was therefore postponed 
to the bank’s security. It was expressly held by Buck.ey, L.J. 
(disagreeing with Eve, J., in the court below), that Clayton's case 


'did apply, “but that as matter of evidence the appropriation 
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which would, but for other evidence, be held to result from the 
rule in Clayton’s case is here excluded by the facts.” 

Although basing his judgment on the special facts of the case, 
FLETCHER MOULTON, L.J., made some useful observations as to 
the result of applying Hopkinson v. Rolt to the case of a banker’s 
current account mortgage. He pointed out that the receipt o 
notice of a second mortgage at once puts a limit to the amount 
of the banker’s security: “It cannot be increased beyond the 
balance at the date of the notice, but it may be diminished. If 
the debit balance is at any moment brought lower than this by 
the subsequent payments in and out, the secured amount is 
correspondingly reduced, and once reduced cannot again be 
raised.” The Lord Justice thought that London and County Bank: 
v. Liatcliffe (supra) had been decided as it was by reason of the 
peculiar circumstances of the case, and that the decision did not 
warrant “the proposition that in the simple case of a secured 
overdraft the court is bound to the absurdity of presuming an 
intention on the part of the bank which it knows to be purely 
imaginary and to be contrary to the dictates of common sense.” 














Reviews. 
Books of the Week. 


Divorce Practice and Law.—Practice and Law (on the 
first day of the Easter Sittings, 1910) in the Divorce Division of the 
High Court of Justice, and on an Appeal therefrom, with an Index 
and Tables of Contents ; Cases (with Contemporary References) ; 
Statutes and Rules and Abbreviations Used, to which are appended 
Special Statutes and Rules (Annotated), Forms of Pleading, &c., and 
Precedents of Bills of Costs. By WrittamM Raypen, Barrister-at- 
Law. With an Introduction by the Right Hon. Lord Mersey or 
ToxtetH. Butterworth & Co. 

Bankruptcy.—A Short View of the Law of Bankruptcy. By 
EpwARD Manson, Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited). Price 7s. 6d. 

Capture of Private Property at Sea.—Some Plain 
Reasons for Immunity from Capture of Private Property at Sea. 
3y Sir JoHN Macponetz, C.B., LL.D., Professor of Comparative 
Law, University of London. John Murray. 


Criminal Appeals.—Criminal Appeal Cases: Reports of 
Cases in the Court of Criminal Appeal, April 25th, May 2nd, 3rd, 
1910. Edited by Herman Coney, Barrister-at-Law. Vol. IV., 
Part X. Stevens & Haynes. 

The Sun Fire Office.—The Early Days of the Sun Fire 
Office. By Epwarp Baumer (late Manager and Secretary). Sir 
Joseph Causton & Sons (Limited). 








Correspondence. 


Presentation of Instruments for Increment Value 
Duty. 

[To the Editur of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 

Sir,—We enclose copies of correspondence which has passed be- 
tween ourselves and the Commissioners of Inland Revenue, which 
may be of interest to your readers. ; 

We shall be glad of any opinion as to to whether our contention 
is correct or not. Harrison & RosInson, 

Lincoln Chambers, Portsmouth-street, 

Linco!n’s-inn-fields, W.C., June 8. 

The following is the correspondence referred to by our corre- 

spondents :— 
[COPY. } 
Lincoln Chambers, Portsmouth-street, 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. — [Vol. 54.] 579 








Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C., 3lst May, 1910. 

Sir,—We have received a copy of regulations purporting to be issued | 
by the Commissioners of Inland Revenue under section 4 of the | 
Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. ; j 
In clause 3 of these regulations referring to the presentation of an | 
instrument for stamping we find the following, ‘‘ The instrument must 
be accompanied either by a copy or by an abstract,” and also the follow- 





ing, ‘‘ If the instrument contains or refers to a plan, a copy of such plan 
should be furnished.” : 

We have referred to section 4 of the Act, and find the words in the | 
section are ‘‘It shall be the duty of the transferor or lessor, Xc., to | 


present to the commissioners, in accordance with regulations made by 
them, the instrument by means of which the transfer or the lease is effected 
or agreed to be effected or reasonable particulars thereof for the pur- 
pose of the assessment of duty thereon.” 

Sub-section 5 empowers the commissioners to make regulations as to 
the mode in which any instrument is to be presented to them. 

We desire respectfully to submit that under the section in question 
the commissioners have only power to make regulations as to the mode 
in which the instrument itself or the reasonable particulars thereof are 
to be presented to them, and are not empowered to make regulations 
requiring to be furnished both with the instrument and the reasonable 
particulars. 

The matter is of some importance, as, if this regulation is to stand, it 
is obvious that the legal expenses of transfer of land will be largely 
increased to the public. 

We shall be much obliged if you will kindly inform us what provision 
of the Act empowers the commissioners to make regulations altering the 
terms of the Act by requiring the presentation of reasonable particulars 
as well as the instrument itself.—We are, Sir, your obedient servants, 

(Signed) HARRISON & ROBINSON. 

The Secretary, Inland Revenue, Somerset House, W.C. 


Inland Revenue, Somerset House, London, W.C., 
4th June, 1910. 
Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. 

Gentlemen,—In reply to your letter of the 31st ultimo, [ am directed 
by the Board of Inland Revenue to acquaint you that in their opinion 
the regulation in question is authorized by section 4 (5) of the Act, 
which empowers them to make regulations with respect to the mode in 
which any instrument is to be presented to them for the purposes of the 
Act.—I am, Gentlemen, your obedient servant, 

(Signed) W. J. BRAITHWAIT, Assistant Secretary. 

Messrs. Harrison & Robinson. 


[See observations under head of “Current Topics.”—Ep. S./.] 





The Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910—Development 
of Estates. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—I should like to draw attention to a very important point 
which appears toarise under the above Act. 

Under the provisions of sections 1 and 2 increment value duty 
at the rate of 20 percent. is to be paid upon the amount by which 
the site value of the land exceeds the original site value, and under 
the joint provisions of section 2 and the last paragraph of sub- 
section 4 of section 25 the site value is to be taken to be, on a sale, 
the consideration for the transfer, subject to the like deductions 
which are to be made for the purpose of arriving at the site value as 
distinguished from the total value—that is to say, the consideration 
for the sale after deducting the value of the buildings and timber. 

If a purchaser buys a piece of undeveloped building land, gives up 
part of the land for roads and open spaces, and spends money in 
making the roads and developing the property, to recover his 
expenditure he has to sell at a sum largely in excess of his purchase 
price, even if he makes od oe He will, however, have to pay 20 
per cent. increment value duty upon the amount by which the site 
value of the land sold exceeds the original site value. x 

It seems difficult to suppose that this effect was intended, but if I 
am correct in my reading of the Act great injustice will be caused to 
those owners who have purchased building estates in the past and 
have since the 30th of April, 1909, laid’out money in development, and 
in addition the development of estates in the future will be seriously 
handicapped. F. Swinson. 

84, Waterloo-street, Birmingham, June 6. 


[See sections 16 (2) (6) and 25 (4) (4) of the Act.—Ep. S.J.] 


Section 37 (1) of the Finance Act, 1910. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—Section 37 (1) of the Finance Act, 1910, exempts from re 
version duty land held by or on behalf of any governing body con 
stituted for charitable purposes while the land is occupied and used by 
such a body for the purposes of that body. It is clear that reversion 
duty cannot become payable while the land is occupied by the 
owner, yet the — can hardly be intended to apply to land 
occupied for charitable purposes where the governing body are merely 
the lessees. W. H. H. 

June 6, 

[It would seem that the lessor is subject to reversion duty on the 
determination of a lease held by the governing body of a charity 
where on such determination the food ceases to be occupied and used 
by such governing body for its purposes.—Eb. S./.] 
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The Finance Act, 1910—Re Stamp Duty on 
Leases. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. ] 


Sir,—Referring to Mr. Wilmot’s letter in your issue of the 28th 
ult., and to your comments on the same, we have ourselves had con- 
siderable trouble in dealing with the question of stamp duty on 
leases where the premium is under £500, and are now in communi- 
cation with the authorities on the subject. 

It appears to us, however, that on the construction of section 
75 it is quite clearthat the lower duty onlyis payable. Under this 
section it is provided that the stamp duties chargeable under the 
heading “Lease or Tack” in the first schedule to the principal Act 
shall be double the duties which would have been chargeable, 
immediately before the passing of the Act, under that heading. 
On reference to the principal Act it is provided that, in addition to 
the stamp duty in respect of the rent, a further duty is payable in 
respect of the consideration passing—7.e., the same duty as a convey- 
ance on a sale for the same consideration. Under section 73 of the 
Finance Act, 1910, the duty on a conveyance on sale for any con- 
sideration not exceeding £500 is the old duty of 10s. per cent., and 
we contend, therefore, that, under the combined effect of the 
two Acts, it is clear that the same duty is payable in respect of a 
premium passing under a lease as ona conveyance. It is obvious that 
a contrary construction would have a very unreasonable and harsh 
effect on small investors, and it appears to us that a test case should 
be taken up by the Law Society with a view of obtaining an authori 
tative decision on the subject, and we are proposing to communicate 
with them accordingly. SYRETT & Sons. 

45, Finsbury-pavement, E.C., June 1. 


We have received the following further correspondence on the 
subject of the above letter. It reaches us too late for comment this 
week. 

45, Finsbury-pavement, London, E.C., June 8th, 1910. 


The Finance Act, 1910—Fe Stamp Duty on Leases. 


Sir,—Adverting to our letter of the Ist inst., we enclose you copy 
of a letter we wrote the Secretary of Inland Revenue on the subject, 
and a copy of his reply, from which you will see that although the 
Board of Inland Revenue are still contending that the double duty 
is payable in respect of the leases notwithstanding section 73 of the 
Finance Act, 1910, they are suggesting a device by which this could 
be evaded—which seems a somewhat struuge course for a Government 
Department to take. 

We are, however, still of opinion that our original contentions are 
correct, and shall be glad of an expression of view from yourself or 
other correspondents who bave had a similar case to deal with, as we 
certainly think that the matter should be strongly taken up by the 
profession, as otherwise a great injustice will undoubtedly be caused 
to small investors. SYRETT & Sons. 

[cory. ] 
15, Finsbury-pavement, E.C., 27th May, 1910. 
Re The Finance Act, 1910. 
The Commissioners of Inland Revenue, Somerset House, W.C. 

Gentlemen,~-We have recently tendered for stamping a long lease of 
certain premises at a rent of £5 and a premium of £225. We marked 
the deed £1 8s. 6d., being 6s. stamp duty in respect of the rent, and 
£1 2s. 6d. stamp on the premium. The stamping office, however, con- 
tend that a total of £2 11s, is chargeable, having regard to section 75 of 
the Finance Act, 1910, and state that their view has been confirmed in 
the cases of several adjudications which have recently been made. 
Under this section, as you are of course aware, it is provided that the 
stamp duties chargeable under the heading ‘‘ Lease or Tack” in the 
First Schedule to the Stamp Act shall be doubled. By the Stamp Act 
it is provided that the stamp duty in respect of any consideration apart 
from rent shall be the same duty as a conveyance on sale for the same 
consideration. Under section 73 of the Finance Act it is provided that, 
where the amount of the consideration does not exceed £500, the double 
duty shall not apply, and it appears to us, therefore, that under the 
combined effect of the Stamp Act and the Finance Act the instrument 
in question, as far as the premium is concerned, is simply liable for the 
old duty. 

We shall be glad to hear from you on the subject as the point in 
question is of considerable importance. 

There is also another question arising under the Act, which perhaps 
we might deal with at the same time, and that is with regard to the 
Increment Duty chargeable under section 1. Under sub-section A of 
section | it is ape ie that this duty is payable on the occasion of any 
transfer on sale of the fee simple of the land or any interest in the land 
or the grant of any lease, not being a lease for a term not exceeding 
fourteen years. A question arises as to whether Increment Duty is pay- 
able on the occasion of the transfer of a lease granted prior to the com- 
mencement of the Act for a term exceeding fourteen years as being an 
interest in land within the meaning of the section. The forms which 
have becn issued by the commissioners do not seem to provide for such 








a case, and we shall be glad to know whether, in the opinion of the 
commissioners, Increment Value Duty is payable in such circumstances, 
SYRETT & SONs. 
copy. ] 
Inland Revenue, Somerset House, London, W.C., 
7th June, 1910. 

Gentleman,—-In reply to your letter of the 27th ultimo, I am directed 
by the Board of Inland Revenue to point out that section 75 of the 
Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, doubles the duties chargeable under the 
heading ‘‘ Lease or Tack ” in the First Schedule to the Stamp Act, 1891, 
whether in respect of reat or in respeet of money consideration moving 
either to the lessor or to any other person. 

Section 73 of the Act relates only to instrumeuts chargeable under the 
heading “ Conveyance or Transfer on Sale,” and the proviso to that 
section has no application to instruments chargeable under the heading 
“ Le .se or Tack.” 

Leases are therefore now chargeable with duty at the rate of £1 per 
cent. in respect of any premium payable either to the lessor or to any 
other person whatever the amount of the premium may be. 

In cases in which the benefit of the lower charge on conveyances on 
sale could be obtained by the adoption of a conveyance as the deed 
necessary to the transaction possibly parties would arrange to proceed 
by way of lease and assignment for money consideratioa instead of a 
direct lease at a premium. 

The question raised in your letter with regardjto Increment Value Duty 
will be dealt with in a subsequent letter from the Board.—I am, Gentle- 
men, your obedient servant, J. JACOB, Assistant Secretary. 

Messrs. Syrett & Sons. 





«* In consequence of the pressure on our correspondence columns 
this week, we are compelled to hold over some communications, 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


EVANS v. RIVAL GRANITE QUARRY CO. (LIM ). 
SOUTH WALES BANK (LIM.), Garnishees. 

No. 1. 3lst May. 
ComMpANY—DEBENTURE-HOLDER—JUDGMENT CREDITOR—MONEY CLAIMED 

BY DEBENTURE-HOLDER ‘WHO Hap Given Notice To BE Pap OrFt 

ATTACHED BY GARNISHEE ORDER NISI—INTERPLEADER PROCEEDINGS 

Ricuts OF DEBENTURE-HOLDER WHERE NO RECEIVER IS APPOINTED 

AGAINST JUDGMENT CREDITOR. 

The plaintiff sued the defendant company in the county court, and 
before judgment was given in his favour, the claimant, who was a 
debenture-holder in the company, gave notice to be paid off. The 
plaintiff, the judgment debt not being paid, obtained a_ garnishee 
order nisi against the bankers of the company attaching the company’s 
balance at the bank. The claimant, who had taken no steps to deter- 
mine the right or licence of the company to carry, on their business, by 
the appointment of a receiver or the like, thereupon gave notice to 
the plaintiff, the defendant company, and the bank, claiming the money 
which the plaintiff had garnisheed. The bank interpleaded. 

Held, that the plaintiff was entitled to judgment, and that the 
garnishee order nisi should be made absolute. 

Robson v. Smith, Son & Downes (1895, 2 CA. 118) followed. 

Appeal by the plaintiff from an order of the divisional court reversing 
a judgment of the county court judge and directing that a garnishee 
order nisi should be discharged. On the 12th of August, 1908, the 
plaintiff Evans sued the company in the Pwllheli County Court to 
recover certain rent. On the 20th of August the claimant Pitman, a 
debenture-holder in the defendant company, gave notice to the company 
to pay off the debenture, but payment was not made. On the 3rd 
of November, 1908, judgment for the plaintiff for £86 was entered 
against the defendants. On the 24th of April, 1909, the plaintiff 
obtained a garnishee order nisi against the North and South Wales 
Bank (Limited), the bankers to the defendant company, attaching the 
defendants bank balance of £61. On the 14th of May the claimant 
gave notice to the plaintiff, the defendant company, and the bank 
claiming to be entitled to the sum of £61 which the plaintiff had 
garnisheed; but the plaintiff did not obtain the appointment of a 
receiver or take any steps to enforce his security. The garnishees, the 
North and South Wales Bank, interpleaded, and in the interpleader 
proceedings before the county court judge the plaintiff succeeded and 
the garnishee order nisi was made absolute. The divisional court 
reversed the judgment of the county court judge, and the plaintiff 
appealed. 

VauGHAN Wiis, L.J., in giving judgment, said he thought the 
county court judge was right, and that this appeal must be allowed. The 
decision depended upon what was the effect of the debenture given by the 
defendant company Now, a debenture created a floating charge upon all 
the property and assets of the company. The claimant contended that 
where a debenture-holder had acquired such a floating charge it gave 
him such rights that, if an execution was put in against the company 
by some judgment’ creditor, he, the debenture-holder, could stop that 
execution and prevent it being enforced. The execution creditor, while 
admitting that the debenture trust deed did confer some immediate 
right upon the debenture-holder on the assets of the company, yet con 
tended it was the intention of the parties that he should not enforce his 
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security so long as he allowed the business to be carried on by the com- 
pany, and that here no steps such as appointing a receiver having been 
taken by the debenture-holder the judgment in his favour could not be 
set aside. His lordship thought that untess something occurred entitling 
the debenture-holder to put an end to the right or licence of the 
company to carry on their business, and unless the debenture-holder 
either obtained the appointment of a receiver or took some other steps 
to terminate the carrying on of business by the company the company 
was entitled to continue to carry on their business and to contract 
debts and to pay debts and to dispose of their property in the way 
of their business. Here the debenture-holder, without taking any 
steps to terminate the right or licence of the company to carry on 
business, had come forward and intervened in the execution by opposing 
the application to make the garnishee order nisi absolute, and had sought 
to interfere with the carrying on of their business by preventing pay- 
ment by the company under an order absolute to the execution creditor, 
and had attempted to do that which Romer, J., had said in Robson v. 
Smith, Son, d& Downes (1895, 2 Ch. 118) a debenture-holder could not 
do, 
FLETCHER Movtton and Bucktey, L.JJ., gave judgment to the like 
effect. Appeal allowed.—Counsex, Gore Browne, K.C., and A. S. Carr 
(Artemus Jones with them), for the plaintiff; Montague Shearman, 
K.C., and Farleigh, for the claimant. Sorictrors, Huntley & Son, for 
Evan R. Davis & Davis, Pwilheli; Ralph Raphael & Co. 
[Reported by Erskine Rep, Barrister-at-Law.] 


BOARD OF TRADE ». EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ASSURANCE 
CORPORATION (LIM.). No. 1. 3rd June. 


PRINCIPAL AND SuRETY—DeEravtt or TrusTEE In BANKRUPTCY—Loss OR 
DamaGe OccasIonepD To Bankrupt’s Estate—LiaBinity or Boarp or 
TRADE—PENAL INTEREST. 

The defendants, a limited corporation, were surety for a trustee in 
bankruptcy to the amount of £100. By the bond the corporation under- 
took,if the trustee failed in his duties to‘‘make good any loss or damage 
occasioned by any such default.’’ The trustee failed in his duties in that 
he retained £149 2s. for more than ten days, and he was accordingly, 
when some years after the default was discovered, surcharged with 
interest at the rate of 20 per cent. per annum on the balance which he 
retained exceeding £50. ‘T'his 20 per cent. amounted to £155 3s. 7d. The 
remuneration of the trustee, if he had made no default, would have 
amounted to £122 4s. 7d. He had received £55 of this before the 
default was discovered, and he had forfeited the balance by his default. 
In an action by the Board of Trade against the defendants to recover 
£100, the amount of the bond, 

Held, that the defendants were not liable. 

Decision of Phillimore, J. (54 Sortcrrors’ Journat, 136; 1910, 
1K. B. 401) reversed. : 

Special case. In May, 1894, the Dowager Countess della Torre was 
adjudicated a bankrupt, and an accountant was duly appointed the 
trustee in the bankruptcy. By a bond, dated the 4th of June, 1894, the 
trustee and the defendant corporation became jointly and severally 
bound to the Board of Trade in the sum of £500 for the purpose of 





securing the due performance by the trustee of the duties 
required of him as such trustee by the Bankruptcy Acts, 


1883 and 1890, subject to a condition for avoiding the bond if 
the trustee should duly perform his duties as aforesaid, or if he should 
make default, the defendant corporation should ‘‘ make good any loss 
or damage occasioned by any such default to the bankrupt’s estate to 
the extent of £500. By another deed, dated the 21st of May, 1908, the 
guarantee was reduced from £500 to £100. When the trustee applied 
for his release, it transpired that he had made a default in that he had 
not within the ten days for so doing accounted for a sum of £149 2s., 
the balance of the purchase-money of some property sold, contrary to 
section 74 of the Bankruptcy Acts1883. In September, 1908, he was, by 
an order of the Board of Trade, removed from his office as trustee. The 
amount of remuneration to which he would have been entitled, if he 
had not made any default, gud trustee, would have been £122 4s. 7d., 
and of this sum he had received £55 prior to the discovery of the fact 
that he had retained the £142 2s. as above stated. No further re- 
muneration was paid him. Subsequently, the Board of Trade, under the 
provisions of sub-section 6 of section 74 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, 
surcharged the trustee with interest on £149 2s. at the rate of 20 per 
cent. per annum for the period (nearly eight years) during which he 
had retained it in excess of ten days. The final interest amounted to 
£155 3s. 7d., and he failed to pay it. Thereupon the Board of Trade 
called upon the defendant corporation to pay the sum of £100 towards 
the loss or damage occasioned to the bankrupt’s estate by the said 
default, in accordance with the deed above referred to. The corporation 
denied liability, and also denied that any loss or damage had under the 
circumstances been occasioned to the estate by the said default. The 
question whether the defendants were liable to pay the £100, or any part 
thereof, came on for trial before Phillimore, J., who, in a considered 
judgment, held that the defendants were liable for this sum without any 
deduction in respect of that part of the trustee’s remuneration which, 
having been forfeited, had been saved the estate. The corporation 
appealed. 

VaucHan WittiaMs, L.J., in giving judgment, said the only question 
the court had to decide was whether the interest at the rate of 20 per 
cent. per annum, which the trustee had become liable to by reason of 
the default on his part, was covered by the words of the bond. The 


extent of the liability of the defendants was to ‘‘ make good any loss 
or damage occasioned by any such default ’’ to the bankrupt’s estate. 
Counsel, on behalf of the company, contended that no loss or 
damage had accrued in fact at. all—indeed, nothing better could have 
happened, for the estate was substantially enriched. He agreed with 
counsel that the guarantee was limited to making good a default in “‘ not 
well and sufficiently performing his duties as trustee,’’ whereby loss or 
damage was occasioned to the estate. The liability of the trustee to be 
charged with interest under sub-section 6 of section 74 of the Act of 
1883 was a liability to a penalty—in short, a liability to pay a penal 
sum—and was not covered by the words of the bond. The trustee, not 
having paid this penalty, could not be said to have failed in well and 
sufficiently performing his duties as trustee. In Beresford v. Birch 
(1 C. & P. 373), which was a case decided on 49 Geo. 3, c. 121, section 4, 
Abbott, C.J., said : ‘‘ But this interest at 20 per cent. is in the nature 
of a penalty, and I think you must declare specially, as for a penalty.” 
In those circumstances there was nothing else to determine, as, in his 
judgment, the defendants were not liable to indemnify the estate against 
the payment of the 20 per cent. interest, and the appeal must therefore 
be allowed. 

FLETCHER Movutton and Bucktey, L.JJ., gave judgments to a like 
effect. —CounseL, J. Eldon Bankes, K.C., and Frank Mellor, for the 
appellants ; Hansell (Sir W. S. Robson, A.G., K.C., with him), for the 
Board of Trade. Soxricrrors, Watson, Sons, & Room; The Solicitor to 


the Board of Trade. 
[Reported by Erskine Rep, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re THURSBY’S SETTLEMENT. GRANT +. LITTLEDALE. 
2nd June. 


APPOINTMENT—REVOCATION—IMPLIED RevocaTIon—DtsposiT10n INCON- 

SISTENT WITH PREVIOUS APPOINTMENT. 
If there is property to which words of appointment apply in their 
primary sense so that effect can be given to the deed in its ordinary 
signification, the appointment is confined to its primary meaning, and 
this is especially the case where the court is asked to divest an estate 
already vested. Consequently, an appointment of trust moneys, stocks, 
funds and securities comprised in or subject to the trusts of a settlement 
will not operate as an appointment of real estate purchased out of the 
funds of the settlement so as to revoke by implication a previous 
appointment of such real estate, 

This was an appeal from a decision of Warrington, J. By a settle- 
ment made in 1859 on the marriage of Mr. and Mrs. Thursby, certain 
property was assigned to the trustees of the settlement. The power of 
investment in the settlement included a power to invest the fund in 
the purchase of freehold or copyhold hereditaments in England or 
Wales. The trusts of the settlement were that the trustees should 
set apart a sum of £6,000 upon the trusts mentioned, and should stand 
possessed of “all and singular the said trust moneys and premises 
hereinbefore assigned or expressed and intended so to be, and of and in 
the stocks, funds, securities in or upon which the same shall from time 
to time be invested’’ upon trusts in favour of the wife and husband 
during their lives, and after the death of the survivor upon such trusts 
in favour of the issue of the marriage as the husband and wife should 
jointly, or the wife if she survived should, by any deed or deeds, with 
or without power of revocation, from time to time appoint. In 1860 
part of the trust moneys were invested in the purchase of a farm in 
Northamptonshire, and in 1869 a further part was invested in the 
purchase of the Priors Hardwick Estate, in Warwickshire. By a deed 
poll dated the 25th of May, 1869, the husband and wife, in exercise of 
their joint power of appointment, appointed the Priors Hardwick 
Estate on trusts, after the death of the survivor of them, in favour of 
B. E. Thursby, the eldest son of the marriage. The deed contained 
a power of revocation and new appointment. By a deed poll dated the 
4th of March, 1898, the husband and wife, ‘‘in exercise of the power 
for that purpose given to them by the hereinbefore recited indenture 
of settlement as aforesaid, and of every or any other power enabling 
them in that behalf,’’ appointed that after the death of the survivor 
of them the trustees should stand possessed of the ‘“‘trust moneys, 
stocks, funds and securities comprised in, or which are now 
or hereafter may be subject to, the trusts of the hereinbefore recited 
indenture of settlement’ in trust for the five children of the marriage 
in equal shares. A summons was taken out for the determination of 
the question whether the deed of 1898 had revoked the appointment 
in 1895 of the Priors Hardwick Estate. Warrington, J., held that the 
deed of 1898 revoked the appointment of 1895. The executors of 
A. E. Thursby (who had died) appealed. 

Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Farwett and KEnnepy, 
L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Farwe , L.J., read the following judgment of the court: ‘This case 
raises the question of the construction of a deed of appointment, dated 
the 4th of March, 1898, whereby in exercise of a limited power given to 
them by their marriage settlement, ‘‘ and of every or any other power 
enabling them in that behalf,” the spouses appointed that the trustees 
of the settlement should stand possessed ‘‘ of the trust moneys, stocks, 
funds, and securities (other than £6,000) comprised in, or which are 
now or hereafter may be subject to, the trusts of the hereinbefore 
recited indenture of settlement’ in trust for all the children of the 
marriage equally. Warrington, J., has held that these words have exer- 
cised a power of revocation and new appointment contained in a deed 
of the 23rd of May, 1895, whereby certain real estate which then formed 
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part of the settled property was appointed to the eldest son in fee, 
and that the words “ trust moneys, funds, stocks, and securities,” etc., 
are sufficient to carry such real estate, and to carry it in fee. I am 
unable to agree with him. The law as to powers of revocation and new 
appointment has been settled for more than fifty years by Pomfret v. 
Perring (5 De G. M. & G. 775). A power of revocation is not a power 
of appointment, but is a power the exercise of which is a condition 
precedent to the exercise of the power of appointment in question. An 
appointment, therefore, in exercise of a power of appointment, and of 
every or any other power, or similar words, does not prima facie refer 
to powers of revocation, but to powers of appointment; if and so far, 
therefore, as the intention to revoke in such a case depends on the 
reference to the power, it cannot be found; such words might shew an 
intention to execute not only the power in the particular instrument 
stated, but also any other power of appointment which the appointor 
might possess, but they do not shew any intention to execute a power 
of revocation. It is, however, of course, open to the claimants to shew 
that there are other indicia besides the reference to the power showing 
an intention to execute the power of revocation; for example, a 
reference to property which can only pass by means of an execution 
of both the power of revocation and of appointment. Thus, if in the 
present case the appointment had been of ‘‘the Priors Hardwick Estate,”’ 
the powers both of revocation and of appointment in the deed of 1895 
would have been exercised, because in no other way could the clear 
intention to pass the Priors Hardwick Estate be effected. The question, 
therefore, next arises, can words so inappropriate as ‘‘ trust moneys, 
funds, stocks, and securities ’’ be held to include this real estate? The 
general rule is that if there is property to which the words of appoint 
ment apply in their primary sense, so that effect can be given to the 
deed in its ordinary signification, the appointment is confined to its 
primary meaning, and this is especially the case when the court is 
asked to divest an estate already vested. Take the analogous case of 
election : if a testator devises Blackacre, which belongs to A., to B., 
and gives A. a legacy, A. is put to his election, but it is otherwise if the 
testator has any interest in Blackacre ; for example, a charge thereon, as 
in Maddison vy. Chapman (1 J. & H. 470). The presumption in each 
case is that the appointor or the testator means to deal with that which 
he can properly dispose of without displacing other persons’ rights. It 
is said, however, that the circumstances in the present case are peculiar, 
and in one respect they certainly are. The marriage settlement of 1859 
creating the power was a money settlement, but it contained in the 
investment clause powers ‘‘to invest on real securities, or in the 
purchase of freehold or copyhold lands,’’ and there is no provision for 
the conveyance of such lands if and when purchased to the trustees 
on trust for sale so as to preserve the character of the investments in 
personalty. Under this power a farm was purchased in fee in 1860, and 
in 1869 the Priors Hardwick Estate was purchased in fee, and this latter 
estate was appointed in fee to the eldest sun on the 23rd of May, 1895. 
An ingenious argument has been addressed to us to this effect. The 
settlement speaks of the trust property as the “‘ trust moneys . pre- 
mises hereinbefore assigned . . . and the stocks, funds, and securities in 
or upon which the same shall from time to time be invested.’’ These 
words (says Warrington, J.) must include the lands when purchased ; the 
words used in the appointment of 1895 are, ‘‘ the trust moneys, stock, 
funds, and securities (other than the £6,000) comprised in, or which are 
now or hereafter may be subject to, the trusts of the settlement ”’; 
therefore, these latter words must also include the lands. With great 
respect this appears to me to be a fallacy. The lands became subject to 
the trusts of the settlement when purchased, not because the words 
‘* stocks, funds, and securities ’’ comprise real estate, for they clearly 
do not, but because the trusts created by the settlement apply by 
necessary implication to the lands bought by the trustees out of the trust 
Moneys in pursuance of the provisions in the deed, and which the 
trustees must necessarily admit that they hold on the trusts of the deed. 
Thus, in Allen v. Crawshay (9 Ha. 383) and Turnstall v. Trapper 
(3 Sim. 312), where the marriage settlements gave the wife the income 
of her settled funds during coverture, and was silent as to the rest 
of her life, it was held that the trusts to pay her after coverture arose 
by implication. There are three contentions open to claimants in cases 
like the present. They may shew that the words used are, on construc- 
tion, wide enough to include all that is claimed by them, or they may 
shew that the nature of the case is such that although the words are 
not wide enough to express the trust that is claimed to exist, yet the 
court can imply such a trust, for implication ex vi termini negates actual 
expression ; or they may be able to adduce evidence of common error in 
a suit to rectify, but this assumes a proper case, and the absence of both 
express and implied trust. But when the appointment of 1898 is con 
sidered, no such considerations arise. The reason for implying the 
trust in the settlement does not apply to the appointment. If it were 
not applied to the settlement, there would be a total failure of trusts 
respecting the land. But if it is not implied in the appointment, there 
is no such failure, but the existing appointment is left untouched. The 
fallacy in the learned judge’s judgment is to assume that the purchase 
of the land has created a definition clause, applicable to the settlement 
and to every appointment under it. As I have already said, there is no 
ease of alteration of meaning of words, or of a new definition at all, 
but the creation of trusts by necessary implication. Under these 
circumstances it is not necessary to determine the extent of the estate 
which the appointees would have taken under the appointment. The 
Priors Hardwick Estate has been appointed to the eldest son in fee, and 
this remains untouched. The farm bought in 1860 has not been 


case has been argued, and a judgment of my own in Re Oliver (1905. 
1 Ch. 191) has been relied on, I desire to say that I have never decided. 
and do not think that an appointment of an equitable estate in land to 
A., or to a class, without words of limitation, or under the Convey 
ancing Act, can carry more than a life interest to the appointee. It js 
not absolutely necessary to have the technical words as in the case of 
legal estates in land ; but there must be circumstances such as Joyce, J,, 
found in Re T'ringham (1909, 2 Ch. 487), and I found in Pe Oliver, 
sufficient to show an intention that the fee should pass. I can find 
nothing of the sort here, so that if the five children had taken under the 
appointment, they would have taken life estates only. In my opinion 
this appeal must be allowed. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—I agree. 

Kennepy, L.J.—I agree in the conclusion at which Farwell, L..J., has 
arrived, and generally in the reasoning by which that conclusion has 
been reached. I only desire in regard to the decisions in Re 7'ringham 
and Re Oliver, upon which the learned judge has commented in the latter 
part of his judgment, to reserve my own.—CounsEL, Cave, K.C., and 
C. W. C. Procter; Carson, K.C., and J'anner; H. Terrell, K.C., and 
Armitage ; Austen-Cartmell; Mossop. Soticitors, Robins, Hay, 
Waters, & Hay; Evans, Wadham, & Co. 

[Reported by J. I. Stietine, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re HOYLES (Deceased), ROW v. JAGG. Swinfen Eady, J. 
4th June. 


Mortman Act, 1736—Canap1aAN MortGAGES 
SONALTY—CONFLICT OF Laws. 


CHARITY IMPURE PER 

A bequest by a person domiciled in England of mortgages in 
land in Ontario to a charity, being a disposition by will of an interest 
in land in Ontario forbidden by the law of Ontario, which follows the 
law of England upon the subject, is invalid. 


fee on 


This was a summons taken out by the Attorney-General to vary the 
Master’s certificate, which found that a certain sum invested on mort 
gages of freehold land in Canada was attributable to impure personalty. 
The summons sought to have it determined that the mortgage debts 
in question were pure personalty. By his will the Rev. William John 
Hoyles gave his residuary estate to his wife for life, and on her death 
he gave one-third part of it in charity. It was determined, after the 
death of the widow, that the bequest of the one-third share created a 
valid charitable trust, so far as regarded such portion of the share as 
consisted of pure personalty, and it was in answer to the inquiry 
directed on this subject that the Master found that the mortgages in 
question (which were all legal mortgages) were impure personalty. The 
testator was domiciled in England. 

Swinren Eapy, J., in the course of his judgment, said that it was 
not disputed that the law of Ontario at the time of the testator’s death 
was identical with the law of England with regard to gifts by will of 
land and interests in and charges upon land. At the time of the 
testator’s death the law of Ontario, following the law of England, 
treated mortgages of freehold land as impure personalty. The statute 
in force in England at the testator’s death was the Mortmain Act, 1736 
(9 Geo. 2, c. 36). A bequest by a domiciled Englishman of a mortgage 
debt charged on land in England to a charity would have been invalid, 
and at the same date a bequest by a person domiciled in Ontario of a 
mortgage debt charged on land in Ontario would have been invalid. 
But it was contended that the result of the rule that in administering 
personal estate the court applies the law of the domicil of the testator 
was to allow an English testator to bequeath in charity Ontario mort 
gages, and a testator domiciled in Ontario to bequeath in charity 
English mortgages; seeing that the statute of Mortmain has only local 
application, and that a mortgage of land abroad cannot be impure per 
sonalty according to the law of England. The question whether a person 
domiciled in Ontaric could bequeath mortgages on freehold land in 
England to charity was put to Mr. Armour, one of the Canadian counsel, 
and his answer was that such point had not yet arisen in Canada, but 
that when the English law had been settled the Canadian court would 
adopt the law so laid down. It was beyond doubt, his lordship said, 
that a person domiciled abroad could not devise freehold land in 
England to a charity. In such a case the lex situs governed, and such 
a devise was forbidden by our Mortmain Act: Duncan v. Lawson 
(41 Ch. D. 394). Again, where a person domiciled in Victoria gave by 
will a sum of money to an English corporation to be invested in land 
in England for charitable purposes, it was held that such gift was 
governed wholly by the law of Victoria, and, being valid by that law, 
the executors were bound to pay the money to the English corporation 
Mayor of Canterbury v. Wyburn (1895, App. Cas., at p. 96). The 
statute 9 Geo. 2, c. 36, took away the right to devise land in England 
for charitable purposes. Section 3 extended to a devise in fee and to a 
bequest of a leasehold interest by a person domiciled abroad. Why 
should it not also extend to a bequest of a mortgage on land? Such a 
bequest passed a title to the land itself subject only to such equitable 
right of redemption as might be subsisting. Having regard to the 
nature of the interest of a mortgagee of land in the subject-matter of 
the mortgage, his lordship was of opinion that the prohibition against 
devising any interest in land, or in any charge or incumbrance affecting 
land, was binding on persons not domiciled here so as to prevent such 





eppointed at all, and goes as in default of appointment. But as the 


persons devising mortgages in fee upon land in England. A bequest 
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of a mortgage in fee on English land by a person domiciled abroad to a 
charity was invalidated by the Mortmain Act. It was a disposition of 
land in England, although the mortgage might be subject to redemp- 
tion. The bequest of a term of years in land for the purpose of raising 
a sum of money, or the bequest of a sum of money charged on land 
with powers of raising the same was as much a bequest of an interest 
in land as a bequest of an absolute term of years. Upon this point no 
valid distinction could be drawn between the creation of a term by the 
testator for the purpose of raising money and the bequest of a term, for 
the same purpose, already created and subsisting in the testator. Both 
were equally within the mischiefs of the Mortmain Act. Following the 
opinion of Mr. Armour, already stated, his lordship was of opinion 
that a bequest by a person domiciled here of mortgages in fee on land 
in Ontario to a charity being a disposition by will of an interest in 
land in Ontario, forbidden by the law of that province—was invalid, 
and accordingly that the Master, having arrived at the proper conclu- 
sion, the summons to vary his certificate must be dismissed.—CounseEL, 
Sargant, for the Crown; Macnaghten, K.C., and Heckscher, for the 
next-of-kin; W. M. Cann, for the executor. Soxicrrors, 7'reasury 
Solicitor ; Charles Sawbridge & Son. 
[Reported by Percy T. Carpen, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re JOHN LOOM (Deceased). FULFORD ». REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY (LIM.). Parker, J. 2nd June. 


MorTGAGE—INDEPENDENT GIFTS IN WitL—MortTGaGE By BENEFICIARY— 
LiaBILITy OF MORTGAGEES FOR BREACHES OF COVENANT. 


A testator by will gave two independent gifts to a beneficiary for 
life, who mortgaged her interest in both to the same mortgagees. One 
of the gifts, the subject-matter of which was a leasehold house, was 
given subject to certain liabilities. Default having been made in the 
payment of interest, the mortgagees obtained a foreclosure order abso- 
lute, but did not enter into possession of the house. Some time after- 
wards, when the lessor commenced proceedings on the ground of breach 
of covenant, the trustees of the testator’s will sought to make the 
mortgagees liable on the covenants contained in the lease. 

Held, that the mortgagees were not liable. 


John Loom by his will, dated in 1891, gave the leasehold house in 
which he then resided to his housekeeper, Marian Moss, for life, ‘‘ she 
paying the ground rent and performing all the covenants and conditions 
contained in the lease thereof, and keeping the same fully insured 
against fire’’ and, after giving her certain furniture and household 
effects absolutely, he bequeathed to her ‘‘the dividends arising from 
time to time from my City of London Brewery shares and stock for 
her life, and I empower her by her last will to give and bequeath the 
same shares and stock to such person or persons and in such manner as 
she may think fit.’’ The testator died in 1892, and in January, 1897, 
Marian Moss mortgaged to the Reversionary Interest Society (Limited) 
all her interest in the house and the dividends accruing during her life 
from the stock of the City of London Brewery Co. (Limited). Default 
having been made in the payment of interest, the society commenced 
proceedings for foreclosure of the mortgaged premises and possession of 
the house, and ultimately a foreclosure order absolute was made. The 
society did not, however, obtain possession of the house, but a deed of 
covenant was entered into, whereby, in consideration of the society 
forbearing to enforce the order for possession, Marian Moss covenanted 
to execute a will (which she did) appointing a certain sum to the 
society as a first charge upon the property over which she had a power 
of appointing. The lessors having served notice upon the trustees and 
having commenced proceedings for breach of covenant, this summons 
was taken out to determine whether or not the Reversionary Interest 
Society, as mortgagees of the life interest, were liable to pay the ground 
rent and perform the covenants reserved in the lease. 

Parker, J., said : In this case the testator gave a certain leasehold 
house to his housekeeper for life, ‘‘she paying the ground rent and 
performing all the covenants and conditions contained in the lease 
thereof, and keeping the same fully insured against fire.”’ A gift of this 
sort, if the donee accepted the testator’s bounty, imposed a personal 
obligation to observe all the covenants, and, upon acceptance, she 
became personally liable to see them fully performed. In a subsequent 
part of the will there was a gift of other property, consisting of stocks 
and shares, in which she had also a life interest. These gifts were 
independent gifts, and not in any way linked together so that one could 
not be accepted without the other. After the testator’s death the donee 
had assigned her interest in the house and stocks to the Reversionary 
Interest. Society, who had obtained a foreclosure order, but had neve 
entered, or in any way enforced, the order. They did, however, give 
notice of the foreclosure to the trustees, who thereupon paid the 
interests on the stocks to them as being the persons entitled. The land 
lord had recently served notice and commenced proceedings on the 
ground of breach of covenants, for which the donee ought to be 
responsible. She was, however, a pauper lunatic, and unable to meet 
the liability, and the question was whether, under the circumstances, the 
Reversionary Interest Society were liable upon the covenants contained 
in the lease. It appeared that they had done nothing to render them 
selves personally liable. The equitable assignment could not have made 
them liable. It might have been otherwise if, on obtaining the fore- 
closure order, they had entered into possession or asserted their right ; 
but, not having done so, they were free from liability. Then the ques- 
tion arose, on the Reversionary Interest Society assert their interest 
in the stocks and shares, in which the mortgagor had a life interest, with- 





out seeing that the liabilities annexed to the house were performed? It 
seemed that until assignment of the interest in the stocks the trustees 
might have had an equitable right of set-off in respect of the liability 
to keep the house in repair, but there was nothing in the relation of the 
parties and the interdependence of the gifts to prevent the lady from 
assigning her interest in the stocks without reference to her liabilities, 
and consequently no continuing equity in respect of obligations arising 
subsequent to the assignment. Therefore, there being no sence. 
liability on the part of the Reversionary Society to pay or provide for 
the performance of the covenants contained in the lease, and no such 
equity as that referred to, the society were entitled to retain their 
interest in the stocks without being saddled with the lady’s liability in 
respect of the house.—Counsex, J. Rolt; W. A. Greene; W. J. Whit- 
taker. Souricirors, Ff. B. Brook; Radcliffe, Cator, & Hood; Avery & 
Wolverson. 


(Reported by F. Brieas, Barrister-at-Law.]) 








Societies. 
The Law Association. 


The ninety-third annual general court of the Law Association for the 
benefit of widows and families of solicitors in the Metropolis and 
vicinity was held at the Law Society’s Hall, on the 27th of May, Mr. 
Frank Brrpwoop (one of the treasurers) in the chair. Among those 
present were: Mr. T. H. Gardiner, Mr. E. T. H. Brandon, Mr. P. 
W. Chandler, Mr. T. W. Emery, Mr. J. E. W. Rider, Mr. A. Toovey, 
Mr. J. Vallance, Mr. Mark Waters, and Mr. W. M. Woodhouse 
(directors), and several members, including Messrs. H. J. Calley 
(auditor), J. C. Brookhouse, N. Chaplin, E. 8. Courroux, T. 8. Curtis, 
H. B. Curwen, G. M. Davey, W. H. K. Forbes, W. Jones, C. F. 
Leighton, P. G. C. Shaw, A. G. Smith, and E. C. Barron (secretary). 

The directors’ report for the year ending the 20th of May states 
that the receipts of the association for the past year were as follows :— 
Dividends on investments, £1,326 13s. 1ld.; annual subscriptions, 
£348 12s.; donations, £76 18s.; total, £1,752 3s. 11d.; life subscrip- 
tions, £52 10s. The expenses of the year amount to £247 2s. 7d., 
leaving a balance of £1,557 11s. 4d., which, with £915 9s. 11d. balance 
from 1909, made an available income for the year of £2,473 1s. 3d. As 
this included a donation of £500 the directors purchased £500 India 


; Three per Cent. Stock at a cost of £435 1s., and out of the balance 


in hand the directors have distributed £715 among thirteen members’ 
cases, and £668 1s. among thirty-one non-members’ cases, making the 
total relief granted £1,383 1s., and there remains a cash balance in 
hand of £654 19s. 3d. towards the expenditure of the current year. 
Since the formation of the association in 1817 the relief granted to 
members and their families has amounted to £80,501, and to solicitors 
(non-members) and their families £18,025, making a grand total of 
£98,526. Thirty-six new members have joined the association during 
the past year, of whom five are life members. 

Mr. Brrpwoop (the chairman) moved the adoption of the report, 
calling attention to the continued steady progress of the association 
during the past year. The motion having been seconded by Mr. 
GARDINER, the report and balance-sheet were unanimously adopted. 
The Lord Chief Justice was re-elected president, and the vice-presi- 
dents, directors, and other officers were appointed. 





Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this associa 
tion was held at the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, on 
the 8th inst., Mr. Maurice A. Tweedie in the chair, the other directors 
present being Messrs. S. P. B. Bucknill, A. Davenport, T. Dixon 
(Chelmsford), W. Dowson, H. Fulton (Salisbury), W. E. Gillett, C. 
Goddard, W. H. Gray, J. R. B. Gregory, 8. Harris (Leicester), C. G. 
May, H. Monckton (Maidstone), B. E. Tyrwhitt (Oxford), W. M. 
Walters, and J. T. Scott (secretary). A sum of £417 was distributed 
in grants of relief, thirty-six new members were admitted, and other 
general business was transacted. 








Law Students’ Journal. 
Calls to the Bar. 


The following gentlemen were, on Wednesday, called to the Bar :— 

Lincotn’s Inn.—J. N. Daynes (Studentship C.L.E. Hilary, 1909, 
Eldon Law Scholar, 1909, Barstow Law Scholar, 1910), Magdalen Coll., 
Oxford, M.A., B.C.L.; C. E. Mellish; 8. E. Martin, Edin. Univ., 
M.B.; G. D. Montsioa; Asoka Chunder Dutt, FitzWilliam Hall, 
Camb.; L. Moses, Lincoln Coll., Oxford; J. L. W. Collinson, Oriel 
Coll., Oxford, B.A.; L. D. Eldridge ; Mobolaji Adeyemi Akinsemoyin 
(admitted as Samuel Victor Lino Davies), Durham Univ., B.A.; E. 
Evans, Trin. Hall, Camb., B.A., LL.B.; Bhobendra Nath Bose; 
Brahma Sahay ; Shaikh (Alig) Zahur-Ahmad ; G. W. V. Fisk; Krishna 
Lakshman Sheorey ; S. R. Sebastian, Univ. Coll., Oxford, B.A. ; Maung 
Lat; Rafiq Mohammad Khan, Univ. Coll., Reading; H. Peck, Edin. 
Univ., M.D. (D.P.H., Camb.) ; Diwan Dina Nath. 
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Mr. Montsioa is the eldest stepson of Chief Montsioa, of Mafeking. 

INNER Tempie.—E. L. R. Thornton, Camb., Certificate of Honour, 
Trinity, 1910; J. Kennaway, M.A., Oxford; A. Edgington, B.A., 
Oxford ; R. H. Williams, M.A., Oxford; P. A. Lynch, B.A., Camb. : 
i. O. Heron; H. Rhodes, B.A., Oxford; F. E. Storrs, B.A., Camb. : 
G. J. E. Neville, B.A., Camb. ; H. S. Hodson, B.A., Oxford; H. Hull; 
O. L. Bancroft, B.A., Camb. ; W. E. Carter, B.A.. Camb. ; C. G. Page, 
B.A., Camb. ; H. Woodhead, B.A., Oxford; M. L. MacCallum, B.A.,. 
Oxford ; C. G. Evans, B.A., Oxford; K. Santanam, Camb. ; W. E. P. 
Done, M.A., Oxford ; K. G. Holland, B.A., Oxford ; K. Mackay, B.A., 
Camb. ; O. J. Olivier, Camb. ; F. N. Evans, B.A., Camb. ; W. J. Clark, 
London; TT. Balston, B.A., Oxford; §S. W. Sykes, M.A., Camb. ; 
E. C. P. Lascelles; M. Kachorn, B.A., LL.B., Camb.; C. H. F. 
Thompson, B.A., Camb. ; and F. L. Gray, B.A., Camb 

Mippite Tempie.—E. L. Shoetensack, Certificate of Honour, C.L.F.. 
Hilary, 1910; A. E. Beamish; J. E. Mitchell; A. A. Schoch; O. F. 
Moritz; R. C. Goldston; G. M. Hamilton, B.A., Oxon., Second Class 
Lit., Hum. ; Vishwanath Sahay Sinha; Lal Chand Khosla; Siew Qui 


Wong; Choithram Dhanrajmal Mukhi; 8. H. Rylett; G. C. Hans 
Hamilton, King’s Coll., Camb. ; Dharam Narain Kak, B.A., Camb. ; 


C. H. Spafford, LL.B., Manchester; Shah Muhammad Sulaiman, B.A., 


Allahabad and Camb.; C. H. Wright-Ingle, M.A... Pemb. 
Coll., Camb.; Pixley Ka Isaka Seme, B.A., Columbia Univ., 
New York; Mangharam Gurndinamal Mukhi; Maung Ba Thein; G. A. 
Cohen, B.M. and Master in Surgery, Edin.; Abul Muzaffar Asgar 
Husain; G. F. Stringer; B. Honour; C. D. D. Hogan, B.A., LL.B., 


Camb. ; J. W. Myers, M.D. and C.M., Aberdeen, F.R.C.P., Edin., 
D.P.H., Edin. and Glasgow; Madan Mohan Sinha; Kiran Chandra 
Bose ; Solomon Saffer; Subramanyam Vepa; Mohamed Shamsud Din; 
Kannepalli Venkata Lakshmi Narasimham, M.A., Edin. ; H. C. Mac 
lean, LL.M., Liverpool; W. J. Nolan; John Bell; Ardeshir Maneckji 
Masani, B.A., Bombay; Pindi Das Sabherwal, N.D.A., F.C.S., 
M.R.S.I. ; Sohrab Byramji Banaji; Meghnad Mitter ; Prithiraj Mitter, 
B.A.; Ghulam Mohiuddin, Downing Coll., Camb.; P. F. Atkin; Sri 
Ram, Univ. Coll., Reading; E. R. Woodward; Syed Raziuddin; and 
H. F. Handley-Derry. 

Gray’s Inn.—Sze Jin Chan, Inns of Court Studentship, Trinity, 
1910, B.A., LL.B., Downing Coll., Camb. ; L. H. Arndt, Certificate of 
Honour, C.L.E., Trinity, 1910, Bacon Scholar, Gray’s Inn, 1908; T. E. 
Curtis ; Hari Krishna Lal; Vaman Vishnu Phadke, M.A., Edin. ; Vans 
Dunlop, Sanscrit Scholar, Edin., B.A., Bombay Univ.; L. C. Levy, 
LL.B., St. John’s Coll., Camb., Scholar of the Government of Jamaica, 
Bacon Scholar, Gray’s Inn, 1909; M. M. Wood, M.A., Edin.; 8. S. A. 
Cambridge ; Pyare Lal Misra; R. 8. Jeffreys, B.A., LL.B., St. John’s 
Coll., Camb. ; C. G. Grant, L.R.C.P., L.R.C.S., Edin., Divisional Sur 
geon, Metropolitan Police; A. B. Raffle, M.D., Durham Univ., Medical 
Officer, South Shields Education Authority ; Sohrab Rustomji Davar ; 
Nathu Ram Tanan; Syed Zafer Mehdi; Har Bakhsh Singh; Paul 
Sammy; V. O. Lessey; Amplakram Hoon, B.A., Punjab Univ. ; 
Maneklal Mulshanker Vyas; Jehangershah Cooverjee Coyajee, B.A., 
LL.B., Bombay Univ., also of Caius Coll., Camb. ; G. L. Hutchinson, 
formerly a Law Agent of Bethal, Transvaal; Hemanta Kumar Ghose ; 
R. C. Carrington, B.A., St. John’s Coll., Oxford; A. J. Withycombe, 
of the Audit Staff, Local Government Board; Mul Chand Kapur; 
Nripendra Nath Basu; Praphulla Kumar Chakrabarti, B.A., sometime 
Foundation Scholar and Prizeman, Christ’s Coll., Camb., M.A., Cal 
cutta Univ. ; Hiralal Ukabhai Patel, B.A., LL.B., Bombay Univ., a 
Vakil of the Bombay High Court; J. L. King, B.A., LL.B., London 
University ; and Syed Mohomed Zahur Ali. 


The Liverpool Incorporated Law 
Society upon the Finance (1909-10) 
Act, 1910. 


Parts I., III, anno V. 


A circular dated the 6th of May, 1910, was, on the recommendation 
of the sub-committee, sent to all members inviting them to send to 
the honorary secretary a note of any questions which might have 
occurred to them in perusing the Act or the Regulations issued pur 
suant to section 4 (5) (5) thereof. In consequence of such invitation 
a large correspondence has been received and been considered. 

“The sub-committee has derived assistance from the communications 
received from members. As might be supposed, several questions are 
common to the letters of several correspondents which are answered in 
this report. 

Replies have been or will be sent to those members whose letters 
call for individual answers 

It is impossible to attempt to ss to suggest 
remedies for, all the difficulties, which must and will arise, and the 
dislocation of practice which must ensue, consequent upon the coming 
into operation of the novel system of land taxation initiated by the Act. 

The sub-committee have therefore decided to report at once upon 
such matters as have been presented to them up to this date. 

A. The Council of the Law Society have expressed the opinion that 
the additional work thrown upon the vendor’s or lessor’s solicitor in 
relation to increment value duty is not included in the scale charges 


inticipate, much | 








for deducing title and completing conveyance or lease and that the 
— is entitled to a reasonable fee for the additional work actually 
done. ‘ 

The sub-committee think that the opinion of the Council should be 
adopted, but having regard to the fact that there is no decision of 
the court to this effect, members should when they think it advisable 
arrange with their clients to make an extra charge. 

The amount of such additional charge should be regulated by Sche. 
dule II. of the Order under the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act. with 
such modifications as the circumstances of each individual transaction 
may call for. 

B. The sub-committee are of opinion that as between vendor and pur 
chaser and lessor and lessee the extra expense should, having regard 
to section 4 (2), be borne by the vendor and lessor. 

C. The sub-committee are strongly of opinion that as no duty is by the 
Act cast upon solicitors, as such, to give any certificate thereunder 
with reference to any returns or particulars or valuations required for 
the purposes of the Act, they should make it a general practice to 
obtain the signature of the client to the certificate at the same time 
as he signs the conveyance or lease. The form of the certificate on 
1.V.D. (B) should be the same as that on I.V.D. (A) limited to the 
** knowledge and belief ’’ of the person signing it. 

D. The creation of the four new duties, Increment Value Duty, Rever 
sion Duty, Undeveloped Land Duty, and Mineral Rights Duty, which 
in practice will like Stamp Duties, Estate Duty, Settlement Estate 
Duty, Legacy Duty and Succession Duty be largely collected and 
accounted for by solicitors, again calls attention to the fact that the 
State takes advantage of the existence of some 17,000 to 18,000 pra 
tising solicitors in England and Wales to assist it in collecting its 
Revenue and thereby effects a very considerable saving in the cost of 
collection. 

E. The sub-committee are of opinion that any transfer on sale or the 
grant of any lease, which under section 1 (A) would, if made after the 
commencement of the Act, require to be stamped with an increment 
value duty stamp, should, if made after the Act to give effect to 
a contract made before the Act, be stamped with a stamp under se 
tion 4 (3) (c), and that the Law Society should be requested to take 
immediate steps to insist upon this. 

The sub-committee are informed that at present the only Increment 
Value Duty Stamp which will be impressed is a stamp under section 4 
(3) (B). At present the security referred to in the section 4 (3) (s) 
is not asked for. 

They are also informed that the Revenue Authorities, notwithstand- 
ing section 4 (2), have declined to stamp with an Increment Value 
Duty stamp anything but an instrument duly completed and dated, 
but it is understood that, to avoid obvious difficulties and delays, a 
new form, in the nature of a certificate I1.V.D. (G), has been prepared, 
applicable to the case of instruments presented incomplete and undated, 
which, after comparison of particulars delivered on Forms I.V.D. 
(A) or (B) with an incomplete instrument, will be returned with 
such incomplete instrument, and which certificate on 
by the purchaser or lessee to whom it will have been delivered on com 
pletion, with the same instrument, completed and dated, will entitl 
him to a stamp under section 4 (3) (B), which stamp will be a complete 
indemnity to him, as increment value duty is a debt due to the Crown 
from the transferor or lessor only and is not a charge upon the land 
conveyed or leased. 

F. The sub-committee point out that until the valuation of land under 
section 26 is made and the original site value of all lands is ascer 
tained under section 27, it cannot be known whether on the transfer 
or leage of any land since the 29th of April, 1910, pursuant to a con- 
tract made after that date, Increment Value Duty is payable or not— 
consequently though a purchaser is protected if a stamp under sec- 
tion 4 (3) (A), (B) or (c) is obtained, the vendor or lessor remains under 
the burden of an uncertain claim in respect of such duty, which may 
not, and probably will not, be capable of being stated for a very long 
period of time. 

When a purchaser himself becomes a vendor, he will be under a 
similar burden. 

The existence of such a liability is a very serious matter to the 
executors and real representatives of owners of land and lessors who 
may have died before any Increment Value Duty, for which they are 
liable, has been claimed, and the sub-committee are of opinion that the 
Law Society, in co-operation with this Society and other provincial 
law societies, should endeavour to have the operation of the Act, so 
far as regards the four new duties—Increment Value Duty, Reversion 
Duty, Undeveloped Land Duty, and Mineral Rights Duty—suspended 
until the valuations are made. 

G. The sub-committee are of opinion that the relief given by the pro 
viso in section 73 in the cases of conveyances or transfers where the 
amount or value of the consideration for the sale does not exceed £500, 
has, by oversight, been omitted in section 75, in the case of leases on fines 
under £500 at peppercorn rents, and in cases of leases or sub-demises 
where the capitalised value of the rent plus any fine does not exceed 
£500, and that the Law Society should be requested to take steps to 
have the Act amended by the Finance Bill of the present year in this 
respect, and that in the meantime there should be a departmental 
rule that such leases should be stamped as though the relief indicated 
was provided by section 75. 

H. The sub-committee think it desirable to point out that having 
regard to the provisions of section 74 (2) adjudication is necessary 1 
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Welling, Kent, spinster, who died at 2, Wimbrish-villas, Rowan-road, 
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the case of every conveyance or transfer operating as a voluntary dis- 
position inter vivos. — d 

I. The sub-committee point out that having regard to the definition 
of interest in section 41, it might be contended that mortgagees have 
not under section 27 (5) the same right of objection to the provisional 
valuations made under sections 26 and 27 as their mortgagors have. 

The rights of mortgagees should be at once made clear by the Inland 
Revenue Commissioners, and if it is made apparent that mortgagees 
have such right, they should exercise it and add the cost to their 
securities. 

It seems to the sub-committee that mortgagees should require their 
mortgagors to furnish particulars of the provisional valuations for 
approval, and to furnish similar particulars of the final valuation 
within the time provided by the rules made under section 33. 

Every mortgagee should give the Inland Revenue notice of his 
interest and claim to be served with the provisional valuations. The 
forms of notice in the appendix may be found useful as precedents. 

J. With reference to No. 3 of the regulations made by the Commis 
sioners of Inland Revenue under section 4, it frequently happens that 
neither the solicitor nor his client has precise details of the easements 
and restrictive covenants, etc., and it very frequently happens that the 
originals of documents creating restrictions, etc., are not in his pos- 
session, and cannot be procured except at considerable expense, and 
in the case of small transactions, at an expense which is prohibitive. 
The sub-committee are of opinion that in all cases where a deed im- 
posing restrictions, etc., is not in the hands of the person delivering 
particulars, its production should be dispensed with and secondary 
evidence in the shape of an examined abstract, or of a copy of or 
extract from the deeds should be accepted. The sub-committee are 
also of opinion that the furnishing of copy plans not contained in the 
deed should be dispensed with. 


APPENDIX. 
THE FINANCE (1909-10) ACT, 1910. 
Sections 26 AND 27. 


To Tue COMMISSIONERS OF INLAND REVENUE. 
LAND AND )\ 
PREMISES f 

As Solicitors for and on behalf of 


Mortgagee of the above property, (being person interested in 
the land above mentioned within the meaning of section 27, sub-section 
(5) of the above Act), Wr HEREBY, IN PURSUANCE OF THE PROVISIONS OF 
THE SAID SUB-SECTION, APPLY TO you for a copy of the valuation (in 
section 27 termed ‘‘ provisional valuation ’’), to be made by you under 
section 26 of the said Act before it’ is finally settled. 


Dated this day of 1910. 


Solicitors. 
APPENDIX. 
THE FINANCE (1909-10) ACT, 1910. 
SEcTIONS 26 AND 27. 
To 
LAND AND \ 


PREMISES f 
As Solicitors for and on behalf of 


Mortgagee of the above property, Wr HEREBY GIVE YOU NOTICE 
that we require you to furnish us with full and complete copies of all 
returns, which you may make, and all particulars which you may give, 
to the Commissioners of Inland Revenue, in pursuance of the provisions 
of sections 26 and 27, or any other sections of the above mentioned 
Act, and particularly of any estimate furnished by you or on your 
behalf to them of the total value and site value in pursuance of sec- 
tion 26, sub-section (3). 

WE ALSO REQUIRE you to inform us as soon as you have been served 
with a copy of the provisional valuation of the Commissioners under 
section 27, sub-section (1) of the said Act, and with the final valuation. 


Dated this day of 1910. 


Solicitors. 





Legal News. 


Appointment. 


Mr. Hersert Austin, barrister-at-law, has been appointed Deputy 
Clerk of Arraigns at the Central Criminal Court, in succession to Mr. 
Henry Read, who has held that office since 1891 and is now about to 
resign. Mr. Austin is Deputy Clerk of the Peace for the City, and 
has , oa an officer of the Central Criminal Court for many years. 


Information Required. 
SUSANNAH WYBOURN, formerly of Woodville Villas, Bell-grove, 


Bexley Heath, Kent, on the 18th of May, 1910. Will any person 
having information concerning any will which the deceased may have 
executed, kindly communicate with R. 8S. Jackson, Bowes, & Jackson, 
solicitors, Greenwich, and Ingram Court, 167, Fenchurch-street, 
London, E.C. 


General. 


Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane, who has been absent from the Law 
Courts for the past week, has left town for the country. He expects 
to sit in the Admiralty Court next week. , 

The death is announced of Mr. Justice William Gregory Walker, late 
judge of the Supreme Court of New South Wales, in his sixty-second 
year. After his call to the Bar in 1873, he went to New South Wales, 
and in 1887 was appointed Chancellor of the Diocese of Sydney, a post. 
which he relinquished in 1898, when he was elevated to the bench. He 
retired in 1907. 


The Judicial Committee of the Privy Council resumed their sittings 
on Tuesday. Twenty appeals have, says the 7'imes, been set down for 
hearing—viz., from Canada (Supreme Court) 7, Ontario 4, and Alberta 
2, and British Columbia, Quebec, Oudh, Allahabad, Isle of Man, Trans 
vaal, and New South Wales one each. There are also eleven judgments 
for delivery in cases heard prior to the vacation. 


Lord Justice Buckley, says the Lvening Standard, told a story in 
the Court of Appeal of two highwaymen. ‘‘ They entered into part 
nership,’’ he said, ‘‘ and in six months they amassed £2,000 by rob 
beries at Hampstead Heath, Andover, Basingstoke, and elsewhere. 
Then they quarrelled as to how the booty should be divided, and one 
of them sued the other in the Chancery Court for an account of the 
partnership assets. The result was that both of them were hanged, 
and the solicitor for the plaintiff was transported.”’ 


It has been noticed with regret, says the 7'imes’ Parliamentary corre 
spondent, that Lord Wolverhampton’s ill-health prevented him from 
attending the first Cabinet Council held after the recess, and he has 
also unfortunately been prevented from attending most of the other 
Cabinet Councils held this year. The anticipation that Lord Wolver 
hampton would probably resign his office of Lord President of the 
Council, which was general when changes were made in the Ministry 
at the beginning of the Session, may now shortly be realised. 


A former county judge in Wisconsin, says the American Case and 
Comment, who lived several miles from the county town, was accustomed 
to go to town every morning to attend to his judicial duties, and to 
return on the afternoon train. Once a case was being argued before 
him, and, as the afternoon began to wear away without the attorneys 
showing any signs of completing their argument, he began to fidget, 
and finally said : ‘‘ Gentlemen, I have to catch the afternoon train, but 
don’t let that disturb you. Go right on with your argument, and when 
you are through you will find my written decision in the upper left-hand 
drawer of my desk.”’ 


If it be true that Lord Macnaghten is about to bring his judicial 
career to a close, says a writer in the Globe, the vacancy in the ranks 
of the Lords of Appeal in Admiralty will, it may safely be assumed, 
be filled by a Chancery lawyer. Lord Macnaghten, who was raised 
direct to the House of Lords*from the Bar twenty-three years ago, is 
the only member of the final Court of Appeal who has practised in the 
Chancery Courts. It is expected, if Lord Macnaghten does resign, that 
he will be succeeded by the Master of the Rolls. At present not one 
of the five paid Law Lords is an Englishman. The Lord Chancellor 
and Lord Shaw are Scotamen, and Lord Macnaghten, Lord Atkinson, 
and Lord Collins are Irishmen. If Sir Herbert Cozens-Hardy be pro 
moted to the House of Lords, an English-born judge will again be 
numbered among the Lords of Appeal in Ordinary. Not that England 
is now unrepresented in the judicial work of the House of Lords. 
Lord Halsbury, Lord Gorell, and Lord Mersey, who give their services 
gratuitously, regularly take part in it. 


In the course of an address by Dr. Bell to the Institute of Mining 
Engineers on the 2nd inst., he said that in monastic times coal mining 
was chiefly carried on by the monks, who were much more extensive 
workers of coal than was generally supposed. The monks of Tyne 
mouth had conducted coal mining operations in Northumberland in 
early times dating from the latter part of the twelfth century, and 
also exported coal from the Tyne to places in England as well as 
abroad. In the year 1357 Edward III. made various orders regard- 
ing the measuring of coal, and the export of coal was prohibited to 
any port outside the country except Calais. Coal mining operations 
in monastic times in the county of Durham were of considerable mag- 
nitude, and it became necessary to sublet the coal to private indivi- 
duals ; an agreement made by the Prior ef Durham in respect to a coal 
pit in Teesdale in 1447 being probably the first colliery lease. It was 
clear that at the time of the dissolution of the monasteries coal-mining 
had become a great industry, and was giving employment to large 
numbers of people. The monks of Durham Monastery and of Finchale 
Abbey carried on coal-mining in at least forty places between the twelfth 
and sixteenth centuries, and in the twelfth century were using coal for 
lime burning, salt evaporation, and in forges. They were the chief 
pioneers of a great national industry. The monks also engaged in 
metalliferous mining. 
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At the annual meeting of the Coroners’ Society of England and 
Wales, held in the Holborn Restaurant last week, Sir Luke White, 
M.P., was unanimously elected president of the society, and Mr. 
Walter Schroder, Deputy Coroner for Central London. was re ap- 
pointed honorary secretary. 


It is announced that the twenty-sixth conference of the International 
Law Association will be held at the Coun il Chamber in the Guildhall 
from the 1st to the 5th of August The Lord Chief Justice is the 
honorary president, and Lord Justice Kennedy th president. The 
conference will hold their dinner on the 1st of ‘August. i 


ne n the Middle 
lemple Hall, and on the 2nd of August, the proceedings will be opened 
at the Guildhall with the president’s address, followed bv papers. 
The Gray's Inn Benchers will give a luncheon and a garden party, and 
the Law Sor lely a dinner, on that day On Wednesday. the ard of 


age papers will be read. The Benchers of Lincoln’s Inn will give 
a dinner, and the American Ambassador a reception. th 1vening 
On Thursday, the 4th of August. papers will "i read, pe the ‘Ge 
poration of London will give an entertainment at th Guildhall. On 
Friday, the 5th of August, papers will be read, and Lord Justice 
Kennedy will deliver a valedictory address. In the afternoon there 
will be a garden party at Mr. Justice Phillimore’s residence. 

There have been strong protests from various parts of the country 
against the suggested changes in Assizes. At a meeting of 
the Reading Town Council. says the Times, a_ resolution : was 
stating that the unanimously of opinion 
that the discontinuance of the h iding of Assizes in Reading 
would prejudicially affect the borough, and would be a_ source 
of great inconvenience and expense to persons resident in Berk 
shire and having business at such Assizes. Before thi opening of the 
Somerset Assizes at Wells a special meeting of the City Council was 
held, at which it was decided to present a memorial to the judge, Sir 
Edward Ridley, asking him to use his influence against the sug; ested 
change, by which Bristol would be made the centre which all ¢ ivil 
and criminal business for Somerset. would be transacted. The memo 
rialists point out that the Assiz the county have been held at 
Wells for over 200 years and uld suffer much pecuniary 
loss by the suggested removal. memorial was afterwards pre 
sented to the judge, who promised to give it every consideration. Thi 
Lancaster Town Council have decided to tak joint action with the 
Chambers of Commerce of Barrow and Lancaster and the North Lan 


passed Council vere 








cashire Law Societis to oppose the proposal which would remove 
the Assizes from Lancaster and compel litigants to go to Manchester 
or Liverpool. It is pointed out that this would cause great incon 
venience and expense to people in North Lancashire, f which Lan 
caster is the best centre for civil as well as criminal business. The 
Assizes have been held at. Lancaster for several centuries, and a depu 
tation will interview the Lord Chief Justice and endeavour to get Lan 
caster retained as an Assize centre. Mr. Justice Scrutton, in his charge 
to the grand jury at Carmarthen Assizes, stated that he had received 
from the Pembrokeshire and Cardiganshire Assizes unanimous pre 
sentments against the extreme undesirabilit f removing these Keath 


to Carmarthen. 


The Charity Commissioners received a severe lecture from the Court 
of Appeal in respect of their action with regard to the Weir Charity 
The Master of the Rolls is reported to have said : ‘¢ I cannot part with 
the case without expressing my astonishment that the Commissioners 
should have directed the payment out of the charity funds of £5,000 
to the Bolingbroke Hospital without any scheme, ‘and without even 
notice of intention to make such a payment. There has been no attempt 
to justify this. Happily the whole fund, except the £5,000, is safe, 
and will now be applied under a scheme so framed as to give effect 
to the directions contained in the testator’s will.’’ And Lord Justice 
Farwell added : ‘“‘ There is not a shadow of excuse for this payment, 
and it is alarming to find that a Government office is capable of such a 


misapplication of funds committed to its care. I cannot. find, however, 
that the Legislature has given the court any jurisdiction to set this 
right. The court can refuse to sanction a scheme. but no provision is 


made enabling the court to enforce repayment of money mistakenly 
applied by the Commissioners, but I trust that the Attorney General 
will consider whe t} er th ymme way be recove red for the 
Weir Charity.” On the general question of the Commissioners’ scheme, 
he added, ‘‘T am of opinion that neither the trustees nor the Com 
missioners have authority to choose their charity so as to leave a surplus 
to be applied cy-prés. They are bound to apply the funds in the named 
charities unless it be impracticable. It is clearly impossible for the 
Commissioners or trustees to decline to carry out the trusts of a single 
named lawful charity because they disapprove of it. It is equally clear 
that if they have the choice of two or more charities they cannot apply 
a part of the trust funds towards one of such charities and refuse to 
apply the balance to the others because they disapprove of them. A 
case for the cy-prés application of trust funds cannot be manufactured, 
but must arise ex necessilate rei. 1, of course, give the Commissioners 
and the trustees full credit for desiring to do their best: but it is of 
great importance that their conduct should be in accordance with law. 
It is contrary to principle that a testator’s wishes should be set aside, 
and his bounty administered, not according to his wishes, but according 
to the view of the Commissioners, and if it is wished that testators 
should continue to become ‘ pious founders,’ it is eminently desirable 


im cannot in §s 


that no doubt should be cast on the security and permanency of their 
’ , L 


—= 
bequests. One of the strongest inducements to gifts of this nature is 
that desire for posthumous remembrance which has inspired similar 
gifts for centuries.” 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


RoTA OF ReGISTRARBS IN ATTENDANCE ON 








Date Emerncency AppkaL Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
. Rota. No, 2. Joycs. Swinvren Kapy 
Monday ...Jane 13 Mr Theed Mr Bloxam Mr Synge Mr Farmer 
Tuesday ae Charch Theed Goldschmidt Bloxam 
Wednesday sa Synge Church Greswell Theed 
Thursday ......... 16 Goldschmidt Synge Keal Charch 
Friday ..... ° Greswell Goldschmidt sorrer Synge 
Saturday .. Beal Greswell Leach Goldschmidt 
Date Mr, Justice Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
—_" Wankagincton. NEVILLE. PARKER. Eve, 
Monday ...June 13 Mr Beal Mr Church Mr Greswell Mr Leach 
Tuesday ......04 14 Borrer Synge Beal Farmer 
Wednesday ...... 15 Leach Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam 
Chursday ........ 16 Farmer Greswell Leach Theed 
i Pe i Bloxam Beal Farmer Charch 
Saturday .... . 18 Theed 3orrer Bloxam Synge 


The Circuits. 
Crown Offic Cc, 


3rd June, 191 


Days and Places appointed for holding the Summer Assizes, 1910. 


). 


NORTHERN CIRCuIrT. 

Mr. Justice Pickford. 

Mr. Justice Hamilton. 
Wednesday, 22nd June, at Appleby. 
Friday, 24th June, at Carlisle. 
Wednesday, 29th June, at Lanca 
Tuesday, 5th July, at Manchester. 
Monday, 18th July, at Liverpool. 


ter. 


Norri-EaAstern Crrcuir. 
Mr. Justice Grantham. 

Mr. Justice Coleridge. 
Wednesday, 22nd June, at Durham. 
Thursday, 30th June, at Newcastle-on-Tyne. 
Thursday, 7th July, at York. 
Wednesday, 13th July, at Leeds. 


MipLtanp Circutr. 


Mr. Justice 
Friday, 3rd June, at Aylesbury. 
Tuesday, 7th June, at Bedford. 
Friday, 10th June, at Northampton. 
Tuesday, 14th June, at Leicester. 
Saturday, 18th June, at Oakham. 
Monday, 20th June, at Lincoln. 
Monday, 27th June, at Derby. 
Monday, 4th July. at Nottingham. 

/ Mr. Justice Channell. 

Mr. Justice Bray. 

Friday, 8th July, at Warwick. 
Thursday, 14th July, at Birmingham. 


A. T. Lawrence. 





a — . 
Winding-up Notices. 
Pi 
London Gazette.—Fripay, June 3. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limitep IN CHANCERY. 


Aweercanw Securttixs Aeency, Ltrp—Creditors are required, on or before July 3, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Harol 
T. Barnett, 2, Camomile st. Bishopsgate, liquidator _ 

Harmer & Co, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented May 30, directed to be heard 
June 14 Le Braseeur & Oakley, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn, solors for petner. Notice 
of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon 
of Juve 12 

“TerpaLe’”’ Sup Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before June 14, to send their 
names and addresses, snd the particulars of their debts or claims, to Andrew 
Hannay, Mersey chmbrs, Liverpool, liquidator : 

James Surourrre & Sow, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented May 4, directed to be 
heard at the County Court House, Bank House st, Burnley, June 17, at 10. Gledhill, 
Todmorden, solor for the petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named 
not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of June 16 } 

Junior Tur Cruz, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented May 31, directed to be heard 
June 14. Moore, 26, Regent st, Waterloo pl, solor for the petners. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
June9 

KvuanG (Setancor) Rusper Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before July 30, to 
send their namea and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
George Edward Wike, Danesmoor, Bury. Brett & Co, Manchester, solors for the 
liquidator 

Narioat Lrcut1ng Corporation, Ltp—Petn for winding up, presented June 1, 
directed to be heard June 14. Lawson, Finsbury pvmnt, solors for the petner. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 
afternoon of June 13 
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uired, on or before June 30, to send their names and addresses, and particulars 

of their debts or claims, to G. E. MoCanlis, Broadmead Houss, Panton st, Hay- 
market, liquidator 
Sraenota Spaine Waeet Co, Ltp—Creditors are requirei, on or before | June 10, to 
gend in their names and addresses, and ths particu'ars of their debts or claims, to 
Percy John Neate, Hol’y nount, Hampstead, liquidator 


London Gazette,—Turspay, June 7. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Lruitep im CHANCERY. 


Canttow Manvractruritre Co, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented June 3, directed 
to be heard at the Court House, Quay st, Manchester, June 20, at 10. Field & 
Canningham, Manchester, solors for the petners. Notice of appearing must reach 
the above-named not later than 2 o’clock in the afternoon of June 18 

Laycasnire Art Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before July 3, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Richard Brown, 
365, — rd, Accrington. Barlow & Rowland, Accrington, solors for the 
liquidator 

Severn Dry Docks Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before June 22, to send in 
their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Andrew 
Simpson, East Uskside, Newport, Mon, liquidator 

UrvevaAy Loxsos Fisuine Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before July 10, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Leslie 
esa Hawkins, 7, Moorgate st. Ashurst & Co, Throgmorton av, solors to the 
liquidator 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gasette.—Faipay, June 3. 


Execrric Steetmizinc, CarBOnizine AND Strrirrine Co, Lrp, 
Lonpow Import Co, Lap. 

Mancuester anp Disrrict Scwonastic Trapine Co, Lrp, 
Leonarp Situ & Co, Lrp 

Brinton Carpet Co. oF Canapna, Lip. 

Compania Pastor, La Oxtentat Synpicatre, Lro, 

Lity Darry Co, Lrp. 

Sansrsena Distrisvutine Syypicate, Lrp. 

Amegican Secuagitixs Acency, Lrp. 

Artantic SxHoxr Co, Lrp. 

Franco-Arricanw Expcoration AND INvEStMENT Co, LTD, 
Propucre Agency, Lrp. 

TARA¥FIRMA, Lp, 

“Trepate”’ Sup Co, Lrp. 

Taorntow & Crensin, Lro. 

ANGLO-AUSTRALIAN Assets Co, Lrp. 

Tupatnk Curome Tannina Oo, Lip, 

Caartes Ler, Lrp. 

New York Taxicar Co, Lrp. 

Marn’s Drue Srorss, Lrp. 

Waser Coast ov Ararica O11 awp Fue. Co, Lrp. 

Kvane (Setancor) Russer Co, Lrn, 

Waieurt Resurtr TyPewriter Co, Lrp, 


London Gazette.—Tuxrspay, June 7. 


Krrsow-Emptre Licutixnae Co, Lrp. 

Brrrisa EquitaBLte Bonp anp MortGaGe Corporation, Lp. 
Cameras. Lrp. 

Avstao-HunGartaw FLoatina Sanatortum Sywnpicare, Lrp. 
Henry Wesster, Lr. 

WaLtasky AccrpEstT Insvrance Association, Ltp. 

Mitwer & Co, Lro. 

Barston Ligutsrace Co, Lrp, 

Asaanti Lanvs, Lrp (Amalgamation). 

Goip Coast Unitep, Lrp. 

James & Watcacer, Lrp, 

Hue Jay Dipoort, Lrn. 

International Cuxmicat Co, Ltp. 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


Jane 13.—Measrs. Josxua Baker, Cooke, & Stawpen, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold 
Residential Building Site, Freehold Ground-rents, and Freeholds (see advertisement, 
page v, this week). 

June 14, 21, 28, July 5, 12, 26, and Aug. 9.—Mesars. Drnennam, Tewson, Ricwarpsonw 
& Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freeholi Residences, Ground-rents, Snop, Shares, Freehold 
Properties, Building Estates, Freehold and Leasehold Hotels (seo advertisements, 
page iv, May 28). 

June 16.—Mesers, Stimson & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold and Leasehold 
Ground-rents, House and Shop, and Licensed Premises (see advertisement, page iii 
May 28, and back page, June 4). 4 

June 16,—Messrs, H. E. Foster & Cranriecp, at the Mart, at 2: Reversions and Life 
Policies (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

—_— Harrops, Lrp,: Country Kesidence (see advertisement, page v, 

y 28). 

June 20 and July 4.—Messrs. Kemstry, at the Mart : Freehold Residential and 
Building Estates, &c. (see advertisement, back page, June 4). 

June 21.—Messre. Rogers, Coarman, & Tuomas, at the Mart, at 1: Short Leasohold 
Investment (see advertisement, page ii, May 28). 

June 22.—Messrs. Doveras Youne & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Residences, 
Estates, and Residential Sites, £c. (see advertisement, page v, May 28). 

June 22.—Mesers. Epwin Fox, Bovsrre.p, Burwetts, & Bappxvey, at the Mart, at 
2: Freehold Property and Building Matate (see advertisement, page v, June 4, and 
page vi this week). 

June 23.—Mr. Josrrn Stowsr, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Estates and Ground- 
rents (see advertisement, page ii, May 28). 

June 24.—Mesers, Montacu Houmrs & Son, at the Mart, at 2: Polytechnic Estate 
Freehold (see advertisement, page v, this week). ’ 
June 25,—Messrs. Kemsiey, at Colchester: Freehold Estate (see advertisement, back 

page, June 4). 

June 28.—Mesers, WeaTHeRatt & Green, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Properties, 
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“Seury Hever” Insurance Co, Lrp (tw Votuntary Lrqutpation) — Creditors are 


July 4.—Messrs. Tuckerr & Son, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Residential Estate 
(see advertisement, back page, this week). 

July 5.—Mesers. Humpert & Firnt, at Chester, at 1: Residential Property (see 
advertisements, pages i. and ii, May 28). 

July 6.— Messrs. Brarp & Son, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground-rents (see adver- 
tisement, back page, this week). 

July 8.—Mesers. Euxris & Son, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Property (see advertise- 
ment, back page, this week). 

Messrs. Knicat, Frank, & Rurtey: Freehold Ground-rants for Sale (see advertise- 
ment, back page, June 4). 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, June 3, 
Barker, Joun, otherwise Jonnw Gray, Milnthorpe, Westmorland, General Dealer 
June 20 Public Trustee v Threlfall, Parker, J Jackson, Munthorpe 
London Gazette.—Turspay, June 7, 


Hreser, ANNA Karuartna, Essex rd, Islington July 9 Hieber .v Hieber, Swinfen 
Eady, J Richards, Bloomsbury sq 

Woo.trtt, Rapa Notas, Wrexham, Brewer's Manager July 2 Bate v Woollett, 
Warrington and Parker, JJ Bradley, Liverpool 





Under 22 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, May 31 


ANDERSON, FREDERICK, Beckenham June 30 Courtenay & Co, Gracechurch st 
ANDREWARTHA. PHILIP, Truro, Pawnbroker June 30 Hearle-Cock & Parkin, Truro 
BIRCH, ELIZA, Worcester June? Frith & ¥rith, Birmingham 

BOURDILLON. MARIA BOLTON, Bath June21 Dundas & Wilson, Edinburgh 

BRETT, SARAH LyprA, Brunswick gdns, Kensington June 30 Needham & Co, Blooms- 
bury s« 

RROWN, JouR, Worthing July 16 Miles & Co, King st, Cheapside z 
BURNHAM, RUTH MARY ANN JANE, Lelgh on Sea, Essex June 24 Arthy & Fisher, 
Southend on Sea 

CLELAND, MARGARET, Newcastle upon Tyne July 11 
yne 

COSSINS, GEORGE DYER, Swanage July 6 Clark, Wareham, Dorset 

CowLKY, MARY, Ashton under Lyne July 9 Whitworth, Ashton under Lyne 
DASHWoOOD, MONA, Sevenoaks July15 Fooks & Co, Carey st, Lincoln's inn 

Ecougs, Joun HENRY, Bangor, Carnarvon, Engine Fitter Augl Jones, Bangor 
ELLACOMBE, ELIZABETH Rous, College st July 1 Bowman & Curtis-Hayward, Arundel 
st. Strand 

FRANKLIN, JOHN, Walsall June 30 J N &E A Cotterell, Walsall ; 
GAYLER, WILLIAM, Myatts Park, Surrey, Manufacturer's Manager July 4 Clifton, 
New ct, Lincoln's inn 

GIFFEN, Sir RopERT, KCB, LLD, PRS, Haywards Heath July 9 
Aldermanbury 

GILLMAN, RUSSELL DAVIS, Devizes, Wilts, Newspaper Proprietor July 15 Jackson & 
Jackson, Devizes 

GoopERSOW, ARTHUR JAMES ROBERT, Norfolk st, Strand, Chartered Accountant July 
4 Reynolds & Son, Arundel st 
GouLD. ELIZABETH, Hillsborough, Sheffield July 1 Smith & Co, Sheffield 
GRANTHAM, JANE, St Helens. Lancs June 27 Thomas, 8t Helens 

HANNAFORD, HENRY,Dawlish, Devon, Grocer July 15 Coxwell & Pope, Southampton 
Howk, JOSEPH, Rochdale, Machine Broker June 29 Clegg, Rochdale ’ 

JAMESON, GEORGE VAUGHAN, Grosvenor rd July 1 Newman, King W illiam st 

KYLE, FRANCIS CARUS. Gower st Jane 30 Kemble. Orchard st, Portman sq 

LATIMER, ROBERT, Higher Openshaw, Manchester June 30 towden, Manchester 
LINFORD, JOHN SAMUEL, Exeter July 31 Merrimans & Thirlby, Mitre ct, Temple 
MEATS, ANN, Whalley Range, Manchester June 24 Patterson, Longton ; 
MURFITT, CHAPLES, Guilden Morden, Cambridge, Farmer June 24 Wortham & Co, 
Royston, Herts : : . 
NUNNER, GEORG, Bloomfield rd, Maida Vale July 11 Goldberg & Co, West st, Fins- 
bury circus - 

PERKS, SAMURL HOLLIS, Bickley, Kent June 30 Perks, New Broad st , 
PICKLES, SARAH REBEKKAH, Keighley, Yorks June 30 Wright & W right, Keighley 
TAYLOR, AGNES. Sheffield June 30 Howe, Sheffield : : 
TODKILL, JOSEPH, Wingland, Lincs July 1 Mossop & Mossop, Long Sutton, Lincs 
Tors, SAMUEL, York Julyl1 W & K ET Wilkinson, York ; 

WALKER, FREDERICK ADAM, Addlestone July 14 Kirby & Co, The Sanctuary 

WARD. Ropert, Skelton in Cleveland, Yorks Juve 30 Buchannan & Richardson, 
Guisborough, Yorks . 
WATSON, THOMAS, Compayne gdns, West Hampstead, Carrier 
Fenchurch st : 
WHITLOOK, Rev JOHN ASTON, Winchester June 16 Green & Co, Southampton 


Dickinson & Co, Newcastle upon 


Biddle & Co, 


July 15 Ince & Co, 


London Gazette.—Frivay, June 3. 


Baker, Joun, Parkmore, Hassocks, Sussex July9 Mole & Co, Reigate 

Barron, Bensamin, Lancaster, Labourer June 25 Saul, Lancaster 

Bemnose, Wituiam, JP, FSA, Derby July 8 Bemrose, Derby : : 

Berts, Epwarp, Moulton St Michael, Norfolk, Farmer July 1 Francis & Back 
Norwich , _ 

Bovrpiiion, Maria Bottor, Bath June 21 Dundas & Wilson, Edinburgh 

Branp, Ipa Grerrupe, Worthing July 15 Cayley, Bedford row 

Baicut, Samugt, Liverpool July1 Cameron & Co, Liverpool : 
Broapernt, Hannan, Heckmondwike July 11 Iveson & Macauley, Heckmondwike 
Browne, Tom, Westcombe Park, Blackheath, Artist Aug 1 Withall & Withall, 
Bedford row 

Buyx, Cuartrs Victor, Great Yarmouth, Commission Agent June 20 Harmer & Co 
Great Yarmouth ‘ 
Cameripar, Sakan Moors, Royston, Hertford June 30 Wortham & Co, Royston 
Cautrei.p, Eve anor, St Leonards on Sea July 17 Wood & Co, Raymond bidgs 

Cuark, Harry Emmirr, Owston Ferry, Lineoln July 1 Gamble, Gainsborough 
Couvite, Emity,’ Rendcomb Park, Gloucester June 30 Adams & Colvile, Old Jewry 





Ground-reats and Sites (see advertisement, page ii, May 23, and page vi, this week). 
June 29.—Meesrs. Ronerr Bonn & Sons: Freehold Property (see advertisement, 

page ii, May 28). “7 
June 29, July 7—Messre. Humerrt & Frit, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Residences, 

Farms, Building and Sporting Kstaves, L hold Invest ts (see adver 

pages 1 and ii, May 28). ‘ 





JoRBISHLEY, the Right Rev Jossen, Ushaw, Durham July 3 Dixon & Co, Manchester 
Cravaoan, Jonny, Bradford, Manchester, Gatekeeper ‘June 30 Dixon & Co, Manchester 
Cuvies, Joun, Easton, Bristol, General Dealer June 30 Day, Bristol 

CunnincHam, Carurerine, Witton, Blackburn July 1 Wilding & Co, Blackburn 
Danny, Mrranpa, Nottingham, July 12 Wing & Son, Nottingham __ ‘ 
Davies, Wit114M, Liverpool Butcher, July 8 Howard-Wataon, Liverpool 
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Dunrorp, Errinctoy, Newcastle upon Tyne July 16 Gibson, Newcastle upon Tyne | 
Exuams, Tnomas, Frodsham, Chester, Farmer June 20 Linaker & Linaker, Runcorn | 
Southampton July 15 Paris & Co, Southampton 

Surrey, Solicitor July 15 Ellis & 


Exvuiorr, THomas Grirriy, 
Exuis-Danxvers, Eomunp Henay, 
Ellis, Little College st 
Fisu, Any, Brighton July 11 
Forp, Wi..1am Georor, Waterlvo, Lancs, 
Foxwe.., Lurwettyy, Clevedon, Somerset 


Volvens Ockley, 
June 30 


Agent 


Coleman st 


Gwywnys, James Huan, Bexhill, Sussex June10 Cruttenden, Hastings 
July 1 Clark & Smith, 
June 30 Mounsey & Co, Carlisle 
Burridge, Dorset 
Rotherham, Licensed Victualler 


Hawkiys, Mouriet Anniz, Keevil, Wilts 
Howarson, Lewis, Carlisle 
Impenr,. Tuomas, Shaftesbury, Dorset July 1 
Jerrricvs, Henry Parr, Masbrough, 

Coward, Rotherham 
Laister, Hexry Bramatt, 
Lawson, Dorotny Jang, Stockton on Tees 


Old Bond st, Decorator 
July 4 


Me ia, Domrnic, 8t Albans’s Hertford July 3 
Mitcueryt, Harry Harvie, Upper Caterham, Surrey 
chmbre, Telegraph st 

Witmer, Sterurn Tuomas, 8t James’ pl 
Morrett, Frepericx Parker, Black Hall, Oxford 
Ouper, Saran Ann, Tonbridge July 5 
Paver, Joun Henry, Diseworth, 
Paryuam, Harriett, Sidcup, Kent July 6 
Passmay, Henry Consett, Leamington, Solicitor 
Paice, Amy Exiza, Headington, Oxford July 1 


Bankruptcy Notices. |” 


London Gazette.—Fripay, June 3. 


RECEIVING ORDEBS. 
| 


Bippie, Witt1am, Stockton on Tees, Tailor Stockton on 
Tees Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

Bricas, Atperr Rorert, Norwich, Jeweller Norwich Pet 
Junel Ord June 1 

Buppen, Isaac Ranpevi, Tewkesbury, Public House Mana- 
ger Worcester Pet May 31 Ord May 31 


Cavett, Epwanp, Ashtead, Surrey Croydon Pet Feb 3 
Ord Mar 18 
Cuinneny, Henry Wittram, Leiston, Suffolk Ipswich 


Pet May 27 Ord May 27 


CLARKSON, WILLIAM, Chorley, Lancs, Wheelwright Bolton 
Pet May 31 Ord May 31 
Daw, Harry Apert, and James Trantum, Burnley, 


Lancs, Hosiers Burnley Pet May 31 Ord May 31 
pe Gotprneraer, 88, Talgarth mans, Barons ct, Commission 
Agent High Court Pet April 11 Ord May 10 
Dixon, Georar, and Witiiam Huwrter, Birkdale, Whole- 
sale Confectioners Liverpool Pet May 31 Ord May 31 
Dixon, Joun Atrrep, Bramley, Leeds, Wheelwright Leeds 
Pet May 30 Ord May 30 
Drew, Groaar Epmuonp, Sparkbill, 
nist Birmingham Pet June 1 


Worcester, Tobacco 
Ord June 1 


Duxe, Rosert Texison, Henley on Thames, Licensed 
Victualler Reading Pet June l Ord Junel 
Rochester Pet May 30 Ord 


Durrant, Peter, Chatham 
May 30 

Dytuam, Henry James, Eddington, Kent, Dairy Farmer 
Canterbury Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Epwarps, James Russert, Wyke Regis, Dorset, 
Dorchester Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

Foreman, Ernest Stpyey, Frome, Somerst, Tailor 
Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

Hoosen, Evita Even, Folkestone, Confectioner Canter- 
bury Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Howeate, Frepertio, Ventnor, Isle of Wight, Hotel Keeper 
Newport Pet May12 Ord May 30 

Kenxy, Joun Grorce, Liverpool, Commercial 
Liverpool Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Levy, Grorce Jonan, Aberdare gdns, West Hampstead | 
High Court Pet May 5 Ord June 1 


Baker 


Frome 


Traveller 


Steavenson & Couldwell, Fenchurch st 
Simpson, Liverpool 
June 30 Day, Bristol 

Gray, Witiiam Warpen, Beddington Corner, Mitcham, Surrey June 30 


June 22 McLellan, 6a, Devonshire sq 
Watson, Stockton on Tees 

Marsaart Epwarp Heyvry, 8t Leonards on Sea Julyl3 Morrell & Co, Oxford 

Dixon, Manchester 

June 24 


July 14 Evans & Co, Gray’s inn sq 
July 1 Morrell & Co, Oxford 
Mowll & Mowll, Dover 

Leicester, Farmer July 12 
Jarlow & Co, Fenchurch st 

July 20 Campbell & Co, Warwick 
Morrell & Co, Oxford 


| 


| Hudson, Fenchurch st 


Finsbury pymt 


Oliver & Nutt | 


| Be ott, Mary Anne, Leamington Spa, Warwick Aug 11 
Ssipy-Forster, WiLt1AM Rosert Carer, Clevedon, Somerset June 24 Cope & Co, 


Rawiinson, WiLtt1AM WuinweRau, Worston, nur Clitheroe, Lancaster, Farmer July ig 
Baldwin & Co, Clitheroe 

| Roserts, Tom Lawson, Bombay, India July 16 Sherwood & Co, Essex st, Strand 

| Ropinsoy, WaLteR, Meopham, Kent July 4 Tilson, Southampton st, Strand 

| Scuuter, Jacos Orro, Warnford ct, Throgmorton st, Wine Merchant July 18 Smith & 


ScuHwerptNeEr, Max ALBERT, Chorlton cum Hardy, Manchester June 30 Sprinz & Sons 


Burges & Sloan, Bristol 


Queen Anne’s chmbrs, Westminster 


le 
Situ, 


Malmesbury, Wilts Yarmout 


July 18 Oxley & 
| Turner, James, 


Gray’s inn 


Miller & Co, St Stephen’ WHEATLEY, WILLIAM, 
| Crowther & Boning, 
| Wuirraker, Evizapera, 


Manchester 


Gadsby & Co, Derby 
& Co, Royston, Herts 


She 





Lowa, Irnvinc, Manningham, Bradford, Greengrocer Brad- 
ford Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

ARTIN, WILLIAM Henry, Aberdare, Innkeeper Aberdare 

Pet ‘May 30 Ord May 30 

MEepRiFIELD, WILLIAM Pkane 18, Holloway rd High Court 
Pet May 9 Ord June 1 

Miveuey, Horace, Bradford, Confectioner Bradford Pet 
May 31 Ord May 31 

Newton, Sipney, Bishopston, Bristol, Decorator Bristol 
Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Open, Joun Lez, Kearsley, nr Bolton, Coal Miner 
Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

Patcuett, Ernest, Bradford, Boot Dealer Bradford Pet 
Junel Ord June 1 

Puiturs, Harris, Wolverhampton, Hat Manufacturer 
Wolverhampton Pet May13 Ord Junel 

Preece, Joun, Newport, Mon, General Dealer 
Mon Pet May 3t Ord May 31 

tres, Taomas, Cwmbwrla, Swansea, Annealer’s Helper 
Swansea Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Ricurietp, Simon, Goswell rd, Wholesale Furrier High 


Bolton 


Newport, 


Court Pet April18 Ord June l 

lowe, Joun, Blackwater, Cornwall, Butcher Truro Pet 
Junel Ord June 1 

Scutty, Jouy, Bristol, General Shopkeeper Bristol Pet | 
May 39 Ord May 30 } 


Simcock, Frank, —. Lancs, Baker Salford Pet 
May 13 Ord May 3 

Samira, Jonny, aon Fishmonger Leicester Pet May 
30 Ord May 80 

Swixpews, W H, Preston, Cycle Dealer Preston Pet May 
12 Ord May 27 

Tuomas, Joun, Llanelly, 
Junel Ord June t 

[Homrson, Mania AnstruTHER, Padiham, Lancs, Grocer 
Burnley Pet May 31 Ord May 31 , 

Torr, Joun va Rotherham, Hairdresser Sheffield 
Pet June1 Ord June 1 

Turver, Davip Penyevt, Brighton, Dairyman 
Pet May 18 Ord June 1 

Wuitine, James, and Ricuargp Wuitina, Skegness, Lincs, 
Builders Boston Pet May 14 Ord May 28 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Acuinar, Haro.p Feuix, Elgin av, Paddington, Silver- 
smith June l4at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Boot Maker Carmarthen Pet 


Brighton 


Witiiam Forester, Corton, Suffolk, Farmer 





June 24 Burton & Son, Gt 


Spencer, Saran, Middleton by Wirksworth, Derby June 20 Macbeth, Wirksworth 
| SummMeRLAND, Bensamiy McCresr, Lincoln June 24 Tweed & Co, Saltergate, Lincoln 
Tittey, Atrrep Grorar, Putney June 24 Culver, Bedford row 
Tonge, Lancaster 
Vessey, Any, Git Grimsby July 6 
Wake ine, Cuarves, Braintree, Essex, Gardener Sept 3 


July 31 Horner & Co, Manchester 
Haddelsey, Gt Grimsby 
Venn & Woodcock, South sq, 


Wa txopen, Any, Laceby, Lincoln July 6 Haddelsey, Gt Grimsby 


Poollands Farm, nr Stourport, Worcester, Farmer June 30 
Kidderminster 
Higher Broughton, Manchester July 31 Horner & Co, 


Wivxixsoy, Tuomas Wii.1aM, Hartlepool, Engineer July 2 Bell, West Hartlepool 
| Woopnam, Isanen Evizasera Nasu, Tyrells Shepreth, Cambridge June 30 


Wortham 


Woopw arp, _ Kina, Sheffield, Paper Manufacturer June 30 H & A Maxfield, 
ffie 


Baunoer, Saran Ann, Folkestone, Lodging House Keeper 
June 11 at 10.30 Off Rec, 68a, Castile st, Canterbury 

Cavett, Epwarp, Ashtead, Surrey June 13 at 11.30 132, 
York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Cuinnery, Hensy Wicw1am, Leiston, Suffolk June 14 at 3 
Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Cummins, Fraeperick Travis, Coleman st 
Bankruptcy bldgs. Carey st 

ne GotpserGeER, 8 8, Tolgarth mans, Baron’s court, Com- 
mission Agent June 14 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

Dixon, Joun Atreaep, Bramley, Leeds, Wheelwright 
June 13 at 11 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Dusrant, Peter, Chatham June 13at 3.15 115, High st, 
Rochester 

Garment, Herseat Exoca, Harrow, Wholesale Confec- 
tioner June 15at12 14, Bedford row 

Gitper, James, Tankerton, Whitstable, Kent, School- 
ae June llati1l Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, Canter- 
ury 

Greer, Evizanetn Marcaret Grant, Granville mans, 
Bury st June 13at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Hay, Jouwn Micwag., Sentailend, Pilot June 15 at 3 
Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 

Hametey, ALBERT Ricwarp, Plymouth, Peat 
June 13 at 3.30 7, Buckland ter, Plymouth 

7 Jouyx, Neath, Glam, Doubler June 14 at 12,15 

f Rec, Government bldgs, St Mary st, Swansea 

Sindannae Freperic, Ventnor, I of W, Hotel Keeper, June 
11 at 1.15 Off Rec, 33a, Holyrood st, Newport, I of W 

James, WILLIAM Moraan, Mold, Flint, Saddler June 14 at 
2.30 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Jongs, Ex1, Penrhiewtyn, Neath, Glam, Tinworker June 
ldat 11 Off Rec, Government bldgs, St Mary st, Swan- 
sea 

LgEps, Ernest James, Horning, Norfolk, Butcher June 11 
at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Levy, Georce Jonan, Aberdare gdns, West Hampstead 
June 14 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Lona, Irvine, Manningham, Bradfurd, Greengrocer Jun? 
13 atll Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Martin, Hagovp Sueen, Rock Ferry, Company's Manager 
June l4at 11 Off Kec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Meraeirigtp, Wit.t1am Francis, Holloway rd June 13 at 
2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Mipeuisy, Horace, Bradford, Confectioner June 13 at 12 
Off Rec, 12, Duke st, bradford 


June 14 at 11 


Merchant 








HE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


2a, 


FUND,. LIMITED, 


MOORGATH STRAT, LONDON, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1880. 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS— LICENSED PROPERTY. 








SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 650 Appeais to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the 
direction ang supervision of the Corporation. 





Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 


on appiication. 
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Mircuet, JoserH, Stoke ean se rd, Confectioner June 
13 at 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Ocpen, Jonn Lez, Kearsley, nr Bolton, Coal Miner June 
15 at11 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Patouett, Ervest, Bradford, Boot Dealer June 14 at 11 

ff Rec,12, Dukest, Bradford 

Psees, Eanest James, Birmingham, Painter June 14 at 
11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Porter, Freperick, Landport, Hants, Fancy Draper 
June 13 at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, 
Portsmouth 

Ranxix, Daviv Lauper, Swindon, Wilts, Newsagent 
June 13 at 11 Off Rec, 38, Regent circus, Swindon 

Rers, Tuomas, Cwmbwrla, Glam, Annealer’s Helper 
June Ip at 11.30 Off Rec, Government bldgs, St 
Mary’s st, Swansea 

Ricurevp, Simon, Goswell rd, Wholesale Furrier June 15 
at12 Bankruprev bldgs, Carey st 

Saunpers. Frank, Shanklin,I of W, Brewer June 13 at 
3.15 Off Rec, 33a, Holyrood st, Newport, I of W 

Simmonns, AkTHUR WatrTeER, Hastings, Tobacconist June 
21 at 2.30 County Court Offices, 24, Cambridge rd, 
Hastings 

Smita, Joun, Leicester, Fishmonger July 11 at 12 Off Ree, 
1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Suita, Taomas Bowman, Hastings June 21 at 2 County 
Court Offices, 24, Cambridge rd, Hastings 

Sreap, Ropert, jun, Bedale, Yorks, Blacksmith June 
16 at 12 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middles- 
brough 

Tuomas, ALFRED James, Gloucester, Coal Merchant June 
llat 12 Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 

Tuomrson, Josera, Newcastle on Tyne,House Agent June 
14 at 2.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley St, Newcastle on Tyne 

Voxes, THomas Simpson, Stockton on Tees, Fruiterer 
June 16 at 11.45 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, 
Middlesbrough 

Watmay, Epwarp, Chipping Norton, Oxford, Corn Dealer 
June 13 at 12 1, 8t. Aldates, Oxford 

Wue.von,;Warson, Stapleton, York, Gardener June 16 
at 11.30 Off Ree, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middles- 
brough 

Winrietp, Henry, Great Crosby, Lancaster, Builder June 
13 at 2.30 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Woottvexs, Groraz Henry, Stalybridge, Lancs, Fish- 
monger June 13at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 31: 


Darsisuirk, BrernarpD Vernon, Foxcombe Gill, Berks, 
Map Maker June 14 at 12 1, St Aldates, Oxford 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Baryes, Ropert, Burnley, Rope Manufacturer Burnley 
Pet May 3 Ord May 27 

Brippur, Wittiam, Stockton on Tees, Tailor Stockton on 
Tees Pet May3l1 Ord May 31 

Brieas, Atprrt Ropert, Norwich, Jeweller No-cwich Pet 
Junel Ord Junel 





Buppen, Isaac Ranpett, Upton on Severn, Worcester 
Public House Manager Worcester Pet May 31 Ord 


May 31 

Caanyine, Wittiam Cxarves, Handsworth, Stafford, 
Builder Birmingham Pet May 13 Ord May 30 

Cumnery, Heyry WItu1aM, Leiston, Suffolk Ipswich Pet 
May 27 Ord May 27 

Crarkson, Witt1am, Chorley, Lancs, Wheelwright Bolton 
Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

Daw, Harry Apert. and James Traytum, Burnley, 
Hosiers Burnley Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

Dixon, Grorck,and Witi1am Honrer, Birkdale, Lancs, 
Wholesale Confectioner Liverpool Pet May 31 Ord 
May 31 

Dixon, Joun Atrrep, Bramley, Leeds, Wheelwright 
Leeds Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Duerant, Peter, Chatham Rochester Pet May 30 Ord 

ay 30 

DyrHam, Henry James, Eddington. Kent, Dairy Farmer 
Canterbury Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Epwarps, James Russert, Wyke Regis, Dorset, Baker 
Dorchester Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

Exuis, Brearrice Emity, Croydon Croydon Pet April 6 
Ord May 39 

Foreman, Ernest Srpyey, Frome, Somerset, Tailor Frome 
Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

Hogsen, Epiru Exvvey, Folkestone, Confectioner Canter- 
bury Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Hussey, Joun Tuomas, Church st, Kensington, Funeral 
Furnisher High Court Pet April 29 Ord June 1 

Kenny, Greorce Joun, Liverpool, Commercial Traveller 
Liverpool Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Kinostzy, Sipney Jonus, Green lanes, Harringay, 
Provision Dealer High Court Pet April 27 Ord 
June 1 

Lioyp, Sruart, Brighton, Artist Brighton Pet May 27 
Ord May 30 

Lone, Irvrsc, Manningham, Bradford, Greengrocer 
Bradford Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

Martin, Witti1AM Henry, Aberdare, Innkeeper Aberdare 
Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Martruews, Freperick Juuy, Long Ditten, Surrey, Builder 
Kingston, Surrey Pet April 28 Ord May 28 

May, Wititam Vaventine, Cromwell rd, Kensington 
High Coart Pet Jan 29 Ord Junel 

Mipatey, Horace, Bradford, Confectioner Bradford Pet 
May 31 Ord May 31 

Oapen, Joun Ler, Kearsley, nr Bolton, Coal Miner Bolton 
Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

Patcuett, Eenest, Bradford, Boot Dealer Bradford 
Pet Junel Ord June 1 

Pratt, James, St Martin’s In, Woollen Warehouseman 
High Court Pet April 28 Ord June 1 

Prercr, Jonx, Newport, Mon, General Dealer Newport, 
Mon Pet May31 Ord Junel 

Rers, Tuomas, Cwmbwrla, Swansea, Annealer’s Helper 
Swansea Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Rowe, Joun, Blackwater, Cornwall, Butcher Truro Pet 
Junel Ord Junel 





Scutty, Joun, Bristol, General Shopkeeper Bristol Pet 
May 30 Ord May 30 

Smitn, Jouy, Leicester, Fishmonger Leicester Pet May 
30 Ord May 30 

SwixpeELis, WiLt1am Henry, Preston, Cycle and Motor 
Dealer Preston Pet May 12 Ord May 30 

Tromas, Jonny, Lianelly, Bootmaker Carmarthen Pet 
Junel Ord June 1 

Tuomrson, Joseru, Newcastle on Tyne, House Agent 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet May 4 Ord May 31 

Tromrson, Marta AnstautueR, Padiham, Lancs, Grocer 
Burnley Pet May 3i Ord May 31 

Torr, Joan Wituram, Rotherham, York, Hairdresser 
sheffield Pet Junel Ord June 1 

Witson, Epcar Perren, East Finchley, Builder High 
Cowt Pet Marl Ord May 30 

Wixrirvp, Henry, Great Crosby, Lancs, Builder Liverpool 
Pet May 3 Ord May 31 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of March 22: 


Bortnuwick, Reamatp Grorce Prrer, De Vere gdns 
High Court Pet Nov 25 Ord Mar 17 


London Gazette.—Turspay, June 7. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Baker, Herserr Wirtiam Cuarvrs, Northampton, 
Teacher Northampton Pet June4 Ord June 4 
Burt, Witrarp Lawson, Clifton hill, Maida Vale, Actor 

High Court Pet June2 Ord June 2 
Cowes, Epwarp Incuam, Stockton on Tees, Doctor Stock- 
ton on Tees Pet June1 Ord June 1 
Dirrose, Antuur Freperick, Hastings, Grocer Hastings 
Pet June 4 Ord June 4 
Dontevy, Joun Parrick Leo, Tulse hill, Surrey, Consult- 
ing Electrician High Court Pet Feb7 Ord June 3 
Down, Joun Wituiam, Cardift, Boot Maker Cardiff Pet 
June2 Ord June 2 
Graunam, James Grauam, Conway, Carnarvon, Licensed 
Victualler Bangor Pet June2 Ord June 2 
Harsison, Joan Artur, Leicester sq High Court Pet 
May 11 Ord May 27 
Harourr, Joun, Church rd, Manor Park, Cycle Engineer 
High Court Pet May6 Ord June 3 
Hemoina, Gorpow WituiaM, Aldersgate bldgs, Aldersgate 
st, Cigar Importer High Court Pet June 2 Ord 
June 2 
Hicatxs, Epmunp Ernest, Brassfields, Newent, Glos, 
Farmer Gloucester Pet June 4 Ord June 4 
Houtianp, Josrera Ricuarv, Sparkbridge, nr Ulverston, 
Lancs, Currier Barrow in Furness Pet June 1 Ord 
June 1 
Ho.uiesoxe, Harovp Fresca, Norfolk st, Strand, Director 
HighCourt Pet Maylz Ord June 4 
Hussarp, A R, New ct, Farringdon st, Eogineer High 
Court Pet April22 Ord June 3 








Food and Disease. 


** There are not a few diseases which can be cured by the use 


of proper dtet alone.” 


THOMAS SYDENHAM, 1625-1689. 


When Thomas Sydenham, who was called “The English 
Hippocrates,” to mark his pre-eminence over the other physicians 
of the seventeenth century, wrote these words, he enunciated a| 
theory which modern doctors are now practising, for they are 
daily impressing on their patients the fact that the cure of 
disease is far more a matter of food than medicine. 

Such food must, necessarily, be bland and easily digested. It | 
must be reconstituent in its nature and revitalising in its effect, +e : . : . 
thus combining the best elements of food and tonic without | Physicians of nine European Sovereigns. 
the mere stimulation which characterises most so-called tonics|Pr@¢titioners include 


and invalid foods. 


Pre-eminent among the tonic foods which comply with these 
requirements is Sanatogen, the greatest reconstituent and most 


revitalising preparation known to Science. 


the most widely prescribed tonic food in the world. 


An Open Secret. 


For this reason, Sanatogen has a wide range of employment. 


Thus, it acts like a charm in the long list of nervous symptoms 
cf which those subject to strain constantly complain. 


Among 


such symptoms are insomnia, treacherous or failing memory, 





|by over twelve thousand physicians. 


‘depression of spirits, lack of concentration, diminished capacity 
for work and a greater susceptibility to fatigue. 
each of these symptoms disappears and the patient is able to 
‘resume his work as well as,,if not better than, he ever was before. 
|The same is true in that complicated nervous condition which 
' doctors call Neurasthenia. 


With its use, 


In Anemia, in wasting diseases and in digestive troubles, as 
well as in the treatment of children’s complaints, especially 
|when due to malnutrition, Sanatogen is, likewise, largely 
‘prescribed, for it rapidly removes them. 

Testimony to Sanatogen’s superlative merits has been borne 


Among them are the 
These distinguished 
Dr. Ott (King Edward’s physician in 


| Marienbad), the physicians to the Emperor of Austria, the King 


For this reason it is 


‘of Italy, the Queen Mother of Italy, the King of Saxony, the 
King of Wurttemberg, and the Czar of Russia. 


A Royal Doctor's View. 


The last named, Dr. Ferchmin, writes :—‘ My daughter, who 


|was very nervous and anemic, has been greatly benefited by 


|the prolonged use of Sanatogen. 


Her appetite improved, her 


It was universally adopted by the medical profession because weight increased, and the colour of her skin became healthier.” 


no secret was ever made of its composition. 
knows that it is a combination of milk proteid, the most| 9s. 6d. per tin. 
nutritious element of milk, and glycero-phosphate of sodium, 
the active principle of the nervous system. 


are not merely mixed, as one might do in a mortar, but are 
chemically combined, by a process protected by Royal Letters 
Patent, to form a new compound each of whose constituents 
reinforces the action of the other. 


Every doctor 


Sanatogen may be obtained of all chemists, price 1s. 9d. to 
Literature relating to the various diseases in 
which it is indicated, and a beautifully illustrated book, con- 


These substances|taining reproductions of photographs and autographs of many 





celebrities who have testified to the immeasurable benefit 
wrought in their health by Sanatogen, will be sent, post free, 
on application to the Sanatogen Company, 12, Chenies Street, 
London, W.C., mentioning the Solicitors’ Journal. 








- 
: 
' 
' 
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Hurt, Grorcr Bensox, Mappleboro Green, nr Redditch, | JOLLYE, FREDERICK ERNEST, and HARRY NOWELL, Pan- 


Warwick, Fish Salesman Pet 
Ord June 2 

Jounsoy, Frepenick Watter, Kingston upon Hull, Tram 
Conductor Kingston upon Hull Pet June 2 
June 2 

Jovuye. Freperickx Ernest, and Harry Nowg1t 
rd, King’s Cross, Hay Merchants High Court 
May7 Ord June 4 

, Witutam, South Shields, Stonemason 
Pet June 3 Ord June 3 

Lovett, ALLAN Arrour, Landport, Hants 
Pet June 2 Ord June 2 

Matrs, Maxucarer, Wigan, 
Pet June2 Ord June 2 

Suonroox, Erxxesr Westaway, Plymouth, 
Plymouth Pet May13 Ord June 2 

Srence, Wiirearp, Garforth, Leeds Wakefield 
Ord June 3 


Birmingham 


Pet 
Newcastle 
Portsmouth 
Furniture Dealer Wigan 


Auctioneer 


June 2 | 


Ord | 


Pancras | 


| MARTIN 


Pet June 3 | 


Srory, Ernest Wivtram, Queen st, Cheapside, Traveller 


High Court Pet June3 Ord June 3% 
Tayior, Anprew Henuy, Babbacombe, 
Exeter Pet June2 Ord June 2 
WILkinson, Josera, jun, Marsden, nr Huddersfield, Joiner 

Huddersfield Pet June1 Ord June 1 


Torquay, Baker 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 31: 


Lexcu, Ricnarp Baraciava, Dulwich, 
Court Pet May 27 Ord May 27 


Gardener High 


FIRS 


BARTON, FRANCES ELIZA, 
Manufacturer June l5at3 Off 
chester 


MEETINGS. 
Fallowfield, Manchester, Mantle 
; Rec, Byrom st, Man 


BUDDEN, ISAAC RANDELL, Upton on Severn, Public House | 


Manager June l7at 12 Off Kec, 11, Copenhagen st, 


Worcester 


| SHAW, WILLIAM, Birmingham, 


| SWINDELLS, W H 


| WARD, 


Butt, WILFRED LAWson, Clifton hill, Maida Vale, Actor | 


June 16 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

CLARKSON, WILLIAM, Chorley, Lancs, Wheelwright 
16 at3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

DEAN, SAMUEL WEBSTER, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, Earthen 
ware Manufacturer June 16 at 12.15 North Stafford 
Hotel, Stoke on Trent 

DIXON, GKORGE, and WILLIAM HUNTER 
Confectioners June 16 at 11 
Liverpool 

DONLEVY, JOHN PATRICK LEO, Tulse hill, Surrey, Con- 
sulting Electrician June 16at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Carey st 

DREW, GEORGE EDMOND, Sparkhill, Worcester, Tobacconist 
June 16 at 11.50 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 
Birmingham 

EDWARDS, JAMES RUSSELL, Wyke Regis, Dorset, Baker 
June 16 at 1 
Salisbury 

FOREMAN, ERNEST SIDNEY, Frome, Tailor 
Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristo: 

GLASSER, FREDERICK, Victoria rd, Stoke 
Baker June l5at3 14, Bedford row 

HAMILTON, JOHN ROBERT, Gt Grimsby, Tinsmith 
15 at11 Off Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, Gt Grimsby 

HATCHER, JOHN, Church rd, Manor Park, Cycle Engineer 
June 15 at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

HATTON, ARCHIBALD, West Bridgford, Notts, Tobacco 
Dealer June 15at11 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, 
Nottingham 

HEMMINGS, GORDON WILLIAM, Aldersgate st, Cigar Im 
porter June 15 at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

HONOUR, THOMAS, and JESSE WILLIAM THORNE, 
Wycombe, Bucks, Woodware Manufacturers 
atll 1, St Aldates, Oxford 

HUBBARD, A R, New ct, Farringdon st, Engineer 
at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey at 


June 


Birkdale, Lancs, 


Newington, 


High 
June 16 


June 15 


cras rd, King's Cross, Hay Merchants June 16 at 1 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

KENNY, JOHN GEORGE, Princes Park, Liverpool, Commer- 
cial Traveller June 15 at1l Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 
Liverpool 

LOVELL, ALLEN ARTHUR, Landport, Hants June 16 at 3 
Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portemouth 

WILLIAM HENRY, Aberdare, Glam, Innkeeper 
June 17 at 11.30 Off Rec, St. Catherine’s chmbrz, St 
Catherine st, Pontypridd 

MorRGAN, DAVID, Mountain Ash, Glam, Colliery Manager 
June 17 at 11 Off,Rec, St. Catherines chmbrs, St 
Catherine st, Pontypridd 

NEWTON, SIDNEY, Bristol, Decorator June 15 at 12 
Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

OWEN, CADWALADR, Llanaelhaiarn, Carnarvon, General 
Dealer June 15at3 Prince of Wales Hotel, Carnar- 
von 

POTTER, JOHN, Earlestown, Lancs, Baker 
otf Kec, byrom st, Manchester 

‘, JOuN, Bristol, General Shop Keeper June 15 at 

11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Butcher June 16 at 12 
Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

SPENCE, WILFRED, Garforth, Yorks June 16 at 11 
Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

STORY, ERNEST WILLIAM, Queen st, Cheapside, Traveller 
June 16at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Preston, Cycle Dealer June 15 at 11 
Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

rHOMAS, JOHN, Llanelly, Carmarthen, Bootmaker 
15 at 10.30 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

TORR, JOUN WILLIAM, Rotherham, Yorks, Hairdresser 
June 16 at 12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

TURNER, DAVID PICKNELL. Brighton, Dairyman 
at 3.30 Off Ree, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

I'noMAS ARTHUR, LUkeston, Derby, Picture 
Framer June léatil Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

WENSLEY, DAVID JOUN, and JAMES KIDDLE, Bristol, 
Wheelwrights June 15 xt 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin 
st, Bristol 

WILLINGS, WILLIAM 
Essex, Baker 


Off 


June 15 at 2.30 


Off 


June 


June 16 


JOHN STOCK, 


Kelvedon Hatch, 
July 6 at 2 


Shirehall, Chelmsford 


| WRIGHT, RICHARD MARHAM and JAMES ALFRED BaRTON, 


Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, | 


Long Sutton, Lincs, Potato Merchants June 16 at 
2.15 Bulli Hotel. Market pl, Long Sutton 

WYLD, HENRY G Lockwoob, Bradbourne Dene, Sevenoaks, 
Kent Juneld5 at 12.30 Rose and Crown Hotel, Seven- 
oaks, Kent 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 20: 


| GoopWaY, FREDERICK NEAL, Colchester, Tobacco Dealer 


Off Kec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, | 


June | 
| COWEN, 


| Down, JOHN WILLIAM, Cardiff, Bootmaker Cardiff 


BAKER, HERBERT 
June 15 ai 12.45 | "was 


| BALSHAW, 


June 28at 11 Cups Hotel, Colchester 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


WILLIAM CHARLES, Northampton, 
Northampton Pet June 4 Ord June 4 

rHOMAS RiIpIoUGH, St Mary Axe, Manufac. 
turer's Agent High Court Pet Feb7 Ord June 3 

Burt, WI! FRED LAWson, Clifton hill, Maida Vale, Actor 
High Court Pet June2 Ord June 2 

EDWARD INGHAM, Stockton on Tees, 
Stockton on Tees PetJunel Ord Junel 

DEAN, SAMUEL WEBSTER, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, Earthen- 
ware Manufacturer Hanley fet May 19 Ord June4 

DIPROSE, ARTHUR FREDERICK, Hastings,Grocer Hastings 
Pet June 4 Ord June 4 


leacher 


Doctor 


Pet 


June 2 Ord June 2 


| DREW, GEORGE EDMOND, Sparkhill, Worcester, Tobacconist 


Birmingham Pet Junel Ord June 
DUKE, ROBERT TENISON, Henley on Thames, Licensed 
Victualler Reading Pet June 1 rd June 4 
EDWARDS, GEORGE, Clifton hill, St John’s Wood, Estate 
Agent High Court Pet April7 Ord June3 





Bicentenary. 1710-1910. 


The Oldest Insurance Office in the 


World. 



































Copmnd from Policy dated 1788, 


Law Courts Branch : 


SUN 


Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 


Heap Orricr: 


63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 
EMPLOYERS’ 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, 

including ACCIDENTS TO | BURGLARY, 

DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


LIABILITY and | PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 


SICKNESS and DISEASE 


| PLATE GLASS. 


A. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 





FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 





The BONDS of the SUN INSURANCE OFFICE 


are accepted by the 


various Divisions of the High Courts of Justice in England and Ireland 


and the Supreme Courts of Scotland, the 


Masters in Lunacy, Board of 


Trade, and all Departments of His Majesty's Government. 





June 11, 1910, 


GRAHAM, JAMES GRAHAM, Conway, Carnarvon, Licensed 
Victualler Bangor Pet June 2 Ord June 2 

HARRISON, JOHN ARTHUR, Leicester sq High Court Pet 
Mayll Ord June 1 

HEMMING, GORDON WILLIAM, Aldersgate st, Cigar Im- 
porter High Court Pet June2 Ord June 2 

HIGGINS, EDMUND ERNEST, Brassfields, Newent, Glos, 
Farmer Gloucester Pet June4 Ord June 4 

HOLLAND, JOSEPH RICHARD, Sparkbridge, ne Ulverston, 
Lancs, Currier Barrowin Furness Pet Junel Ord 
June 2 

HULL. GEORGE BENSON, Mapleboro Green, nr Redditch, 
¥ish Salesman Birmingham PetJune2 Ord Junez 

JOHNSON, FREDERICK WALTER, Kingston upon Hull, Tram 
Conductor Kingston upon Hull Pet June 2 Ord 
JInoe2 

LOVELL, ALLAN ARTHUK, Landport, Hants 
Pet June 2 Ord June 2 

MATTS, MARGARET, Wigan, 
Pet, June2 Ord June 2 

MILLER, H, Catford, Baker 
June 3 

NEWTON, SIDNEY, Bishopston, Bristol, Decorator 
Pet May 30 Ord June 3 

PHILLIPS, HARRIS, Wolverhampton, Hat Manufacturer 
Wolverhampton Pet May 13 OriJune3 

QUANTRILL, WALTER WILLIAM, Stoke Newington, 
Maker Edmonton Pet Mar 31 Ord June 3 

SHAW, WILLIAM, Birmingham, Butcher Birmingham 
May9 Ord June 2 

SPENCE, WILFRED, Garforth, Yorks 
3 Ord June 3 

SToRY, ERNEST WILLIAM, Queen st, Cheapside, Traveller 
High Court Pet Junes Ord June 3 

TAYLOR, ANDREW HENRY, Babbacombe, Torquay, Baker 
Exeter Pet June2 Ord June 2 

WALLACE, MALACHI, Birkenhead Birkenhead 
12 Ord Junel 

WARD, J, Markhouse rd, Walthamstow, Essex, Clothier 
High Court Pet April 27 Ord June 2 J 

WILKINSON, JOSEPH, jun, Marsden, nr Huddersfield, Joiner 
Huddersfield Pet Junel Ord Junel 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 31: 
THOMAS, ALFRED JAMES, Gloucester, Coal Merchant Glou- 
cester Pet May 26 Ord May 26 


Portsmouth 


Furniture Dealer Wigan 


Greenwich Pet April 8 Ord 


Bristol 


3006 
Pet 


Wakefield Pet June 


Pet April 








MAPLE & 60 


LIMITED 


FAMOUS ALL THE 
WORLD OVER 


EASY CHAIRS 


BUENOS AIRES 
PARIS 


LONDON 














ROOMS FOR MEETINGS. 


The Council of the Society of Incorporated Accountants 
and Auditors are prepared to let the Council ¢ hembes 
(which has been specially designed and furnished) ant 
the Lecture Room at 50, GRESHAM STREET, BANK, 
E.C., for 


COMPANY MEETINGS, ARBITRATIONS. &c. 


Terms may be had on application to the Secretary, 
at the above address. 











Wigan 


Ord 


June 


iveller 
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